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CiÈy of Sherwood
Special Connittee Meeting l"finutes

o7 /L8/73
22560 Sl{ Pine Street, Sherwood, Or 97L4O

MEYER: Good evening. The meeting wlll now come to order. Sylvia, would you
like to take rol-l caf f ?

MURPHY: Chalr Meyer?
MEYER: Here.
MURPHY: Rachel Schoening?
SCHOENING: Here.
MURPHY: Beth Cooke?
COOKE: Here.
MIJRPHY: Doug Scott?
SCOTT: Here.
MURPHY: Nancy Bruton?
BRUTON: Here.
MURPHY: Larry O'Keefe?
O'KEEFE: Here.
MURPHY: Naomi Belov?
BELOV: Here.
MURPHY: Thank you.
MEYER: Unfortunately, we afso don't have minutes available tonight So we're
going to go ahead and postpone review and approvaf of the meeting minutes.
And so at this tlme, we wiff open up for any public comment. Anyone? Great.
Okay. And if anyone should arrive a little brt later, of course, we'll
provide an opportunity if time allows for public comment. So the city
attorney does not appear to be here tonight. So, Tom, I'm hoping that you
might have an update on where their office is in terms of drafting some
language for our review.
PESSEMIER: Vrleff , they wilf be here. The attorney left at 4:30 and still
hasn't arrived, so that shoufd tell you something about traffj-c coming out of
Portfand tonight. So he will be here, and I do beÌieve he has made an effort

actuaffy, tonight, we we're actually talkinq about the 24-hour thing, so
there wifl be information T think which Sylvia probabÌy has handed out.
Related to those, they are working on draftlng informatlon for the three
areas that we talked about before including overniqht camping, hazardous
materiaÌs, and f cantt remember what the third one was. But we're doing some
research this fast week, and of all places, we were talking to somebody in
Vr/ashington, D.C. about pestlcides because we were trylng to get some ideas of
how we coufd try to incentive things. And he was like, "Oh, you do know
you're preempted in the State of Oregon from doing anything in regards to
pestlcides." So maybe you guys already figured that out as welÌ, but so
basically, it says, "No city, town, or other political subdivislon shall
adopt or force any rule or regulatlons regardlng pesticides, sale, use,
including but not limited to labeling, registration, notification of use, "
and the list goes on. So I think that's probabJ.y one that they probabÌy won't
be dealing with. So that's up and coming. They did afso tafk about - Heather
has an attorney to look into the ERISA laws in regards to wages and others.
He will not be abfe to get that done until Monday of next week/ so that won't
be ready. So probably f know \^re were taÌking about potentialÌy canceÌJ-ing a
meeting, and that might be a good thing to take a fook at.
MEYER: Yeah. Okay. We can definitely talk about that. Maybe once the
attorney arrives and is able to give us a better idea of their timing of
actual language for us to review, we can revisit that before we adjourn this
evenlng. So tonight, Ìet's just move rlght lnto our new bus-iness, and that is
a focus on or a discussion related to crafting an ordinance that would create
a supportive environment for smalf retail bus-iness within Sherwood. One of
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the themes of aÌl of our meet-ings was, as f understand, rs that we really
wanted to narrow our focus on retail business with-in Sherwood, all retail
business. And in addition to that, real-Iy preserving the character and the
prosperity, weÌl- being of Sherwood local businesses. So with that in mind, T

woufd like to open up the discussion on how we feel we can best craft an
ordinance to do just that. Woufd anyone like to ¡ump ln? Okay. I will go
ahead. So I thlnk that there's a lot of issues that we've thrown out on to
the table, and some of those things incfude hours of operation, fofks opening
early, closlng late, focal business safes, how those are affected at
dlfferent times of the year, and the effects of large and small businesses
worklng together, maintaining a healthy competltion for a prosperous
community as a whofe. So perhaps we can just narrov\r some of our core issues
and let's maybe just start talklng about hours to start, and we can see where
that evolves.
COOKE: So I think one of the big concerns f've heard over the last several
months from residents is the ldea of having a large retail center open longer
hours , 24 hours, and the potential impacts that that would have on our pollce
costs. And I remember at one of the city council meetings, one of the staff
from the police department was here and indicated that that would potentially
be an additionaÌ cost to existing residents. And again, it does reaÌIy change
the traffic flow. I think that there's a lot of different impacts that that
would have on our coÍìmunity, so I think it's something we should absolutely
Iook at closely. Because I think the Safeway right now is open untll 1:00 and
then they open up again at 6:00, and it doesn't seem like that would be too
onerous on any type of business to have to be shut down between those hours
in order to maintain the kind of current standards that we have.
MEYER: T woufd tend to aqree. Chief Groth ln a council meeting did indicate
that the clty does not have a large police force out in the middle of the
nlght, and whlle it woufd be very difficuft to gauge at thls point, as new
development comes in, what kind of an impact new development and new
businesses wlff have on the city as a whole, there is the potential for
additional police patrol, and currentÌy, the budget doesn't appear to reflect
that adding addltional officers is coming at this point. So I think, Beth,
you proposed - what hours did you say Safeway was offering?
COOKE: I think I belleve they're currently open from 6:00 a.m. to 1:00 a.rn.,
so they're cÌosed from 1:00-6:00 a.m.
MEYER: Okay. How do folks feel about this.
SCOTT: I just wanted to ask you for a clarification, Beth. At the beginning
you mentioned large retail centers, and at the end, you said any business and
so I just want to clarify what your intent is.
COOKE: I misspoke then. f woufd say large. f would say at this point - I
thrnk there's a big difference on the impact that a smaff restaurant woufd
have such as Shari's or 7-11 versus a large footprint retaller.
MEYER: So if T mì-ght -interject, I want to cfarify that we're not fooking at
food uses or stand-alone restaurants. Are we Iooking at stand-aÌone
restaurants? Are we fooking at pad sites? No. Does anyone have an interest in
looklnq at that?
O'KEEEIE: So you're saying that a restaurant, stand-a-Ione restaurant, as
opposed to a drive-through restaurant or drive-through restaurant window like
McDonafd's is open 24 hours.
COOKE: No. I don't think that those - again, those are uses we currently
have in place. They're not the kind of impact that havrng a large retaif
space open 24 hours woul-d have on our community. And again, an industrial use
not frkefy to be generating a Ìot of in and out traffic during that tlme of
d-y, not lrkely would be generating a fot of police calls potentially.
lrJhereas a large retaif space being open - I mean, Safeway is not open during
those hours. Afbertson's is not open durlng those hours. T thlnk that we
shoufd maintain those standards.
O'KEEFE: lrlelÌ, I feel that - orlginalÌy when I got on this committee, I was
kind of against LÌne 24-hour thing, but I am reminded of Home Depot's retail
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plan a few years aqo, and actually, it's probabÌy more than 10 years ago, to
have their stores open 24 hours, and the customer base didn't support it
after a whiLe. I personaLly - I used to work at 5:00 in the morning, and so I
would stop by Home Depot on my way to work, and I woufd get the greatest
customer servlce from somebody all coffeed out at 4:30 in the morning, and it
was great, and I enjoyed that. But the customer base didn't support them
being open 24 hours, and I think the customer base in Sherwood will either
support that or not support it.
COOKE: So and I think my concern is more wlth the cost to existing residents
of an addrtional poÌice in order to maintain the availability of that
retaiLer to be open safeÌy for 24 hours because f don't currently believe
it's in our budget to do so. So it's not a market issue for me, it's actuaÌly
a public safety issue.
O'KEEFE: But we haven't actually determined that there is a safety issue. As
f recall, either the first or second meeting, the police talked about how you
always have - Target generates about a calÌ a day in shopJ-ifting, and the
first few weeks, they generate five caffs a day. Kohf's was a Iittle fess
than that. Tn the middle of the night, I would tend to disagree if someone
said there's going to be a large shopliftlng thing. But f do understand it's
probabty not what you're thinking. T'm thinking people in the middfe of the
night driving around. It's just not safe. So I woufd agree wlth that. I don't
necessarily agree that we're going to immedlately need more police for there.
I'm kind of torn. f'd be interested in hearing somebody efse's opinion on the
24 hour of why we shouldn't have that or why you guys think we should.
BRUTON: I just wanted to add that this was something that was discussed
durinq the council work session, and there was a great deal of conslderatlon
about 1) Vrlhat does open constitute? And does that incfude freight delivery,
unloading, having store members or saÌes staff ln the store? And a lot of
our businesses do operate durlng the nì-ght, and some of them for 24 lno:urs
dolng those types of functions. And I'm doing some preliminary research right
now, and T hope to have more next week that will klnd of go into some of the
detalls of that. But T wouÌd hope that we afl take the time to explore the
minutes from that work session because council did spend a lot of time
discussing some of those specifics. The other piece of it was hoflday hours
and the fact that there are a lot of extended hours in retail for Black
Frlday, holiday shopping, last minute needs during ho1-iday weeks Ìike
Thanksgiving and stuff like that, and so is there the option of applying for
some sort of varj-ance or something that woufd give them that ability? And I
don't know if this is something that's been discussed because I'm trying to
be an active fistener and catch up with you guys.
MEYER: No. Thank you, and you know what, I think that that's a really,
really good point. And that was actually brought up veryf very briefly. We've
held on to try to realÌy focus on those issues tonight, but my thought on the
extended hours for retail facilities is they're necessary for retaif. But
again with the public safety issue, I feel fike j-f h/e are abfe to craft an
ordinance for example - and Ifm so sorry to have my back to folks, I feel
tike I shoufd - if we were able to craft an ordinance that provided retaiLers
that sefected - maybe large retailers that needed to have those extended
hours could in turn submit some klnd of a safety pLan to local authorities
where they were manaqing their own parking lot areas and sldewalk areas,
surrounding areas, that woufd certainly make me feel more comfortable knowing
that our police force wasn't focused in one area.
SCOTT: Do you mean the safety plan to be in general or just for a
condltional use or temporary use permit for holiday hours time?
MEYER: !Ve11, f was really just, at this point, speaking to before hours or
extended hours of operation because those are the times - I mean, I can think
of a number of instances where ftve had retallers come to me, and they've
introduced a new product - the iPhone is a perfect example. The faunch of an
iPhone causes lust so many folks attention, and there's issues of people
camping and staying overnight and lì-ning up and bÌocking streets. And
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unfortunateJ-y, with my experiences, you get large groups of peopÌe that are
eager to get this latest and greatest product, and they get cranky, and they
get tired, and a1f of those things, and then all sorts of dj-fferent kinds of
behavlors ensue. And so my sugqestion that we work maybe toward looking at
those klnds of things as it relates to hours I think is important.
SCOTT: Okay. So just to be clear, you're suggesting that as part of seeking
a variance that they would have to put that pÌan in place, not iust in
general for their normal operatlons.
MEYER: Correct.
SCOTT: Okay. Kind of going back to the topic in generaÌ. I'm kind of
debatlng whether to get into the specific hours that were suggested earlier
now or wait, and T think maybe it's better to wait on that point. But f
definitefy agree that outside of potentially a large retail center, I would
not be -in favor of hours on restaurants, 9âs stations, convenience stores,
movie theaters, âûy of those pÌaces, because all of those places have good
reasons for being open at dlfferent times. So T don't really see - and I
don't thlnk they cause any conslderable - I think there's enough history to
know that they don't realÌy cause any considerabÌe pubÌic safety concern
outside of the norm. And I'm kind of with Larry on the large retaiÌ side.
Part of me kind of thinks, "Okay, I can see some sense I this." You could
have a couple hundred people there at 3:00 in the morn-ing, that seems
unlikely, but I can see the impact that maybe undesirable. But I'm kind of
offset and counterbalanced by the fact that if there is a market for that,
the people work dlfferent shlfts and different schedufes, and they like to
shop at different times, how comfortabl-e do f feel saying, "Sorry, you can't
do that in this town." And f'm really struggÌing with that, and I'm
continuing to struggle with that, and I guess that's kind of where I'm
sitting riqht that.
COOKE: See and I g:uess I think I'm just as uncomfortable with the impact
that woul-d have on the neighboring residents to that development or to any
other future development. If Safeway decided to start staying open 24 hours,
what -impact woul-d that have on the residents nearby? If Afbertson's did the
same - what would that impact be on people Ìiving nearby? So I am just as
concerned as - you know, you're concerned about the business, Itm concerned
very much about the cltizens on that and the impact that it would have on the
residents of our city.
MEYER: And to piggyback that comment, I feef like at this point we don't
have any retai-Iers that are open 24 hours, and along the same f-ines that you
mentioned, Beth, f thlnk my concern would be the loitering, the congregating
in the parking 1ots, the car games that could potentially be an issue. I'm
thinking whether it's after footbafl games or in the summer. I mean, there's
any number of opportun-ities that younger and older peopÌe could come together
in an lll fashion that could affect neighboring residents in terms of noise
and afÌ of those things that wou1d, again, j-n that way distract our police
force from other areas of the city.
SCOTT: And I think that T think that Larry and I both have sald I won't
speak for him, but I'11 speak for me. I've said that that's where T'm kind of
leery, and I do see that potentia-I. I'd really fike some data, f'm a data
9uy, and that's what I deaf wlth everyday. I think we can all speculate what
might happen, what possibly could happen, what wifl happen, but I'd fike to
see data from other towns or other places simllar in size or a simifar
prof-ile to us and understand, okay, they dldn't have a 24-hour center and
then one came in, what was the - and granted, every town is somewhat
dlfferent, but at least that gives us some amount of data to base this kind
of conversation on. I don't know where we'd get that or if somebody has that
already, but I'd klnd of llke to see something like that.
SCHOENING: I just have maybe a different point. 1) I guess I feel like we're
discuss.ing a lot of what can potentially go wrong if a center is open for 24
hours, but I'm a little bit - I'm very concerned about what can go wrong if
we start limiting businesses be-ing open for 24 hours. So if we coufd maybe
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just spend a mlnute - for instance, the hlalgreens ln my neighborhood has a
24-hour pharmacy. lrlaf-Marts have very large pharmacy programs for people. I
can potentiaÌ1y see the need for that. Secondly, we tafked about stand-alone
restaurants, and f realize wetre discussing - it seems like we're lust
comparing apples and oranges. So we're talklng about somethlng that's about
to come, but then we're only addressing whatts afready here, and wetre not
addressing the stand-a1one restaurants that coufd potentially pop up all over
the place rf they wanted to. So for instance, wê've onÌy qot one restaurant
that's got a 2L-hour drive-through at this polnt? McDonalds.
MEYER: A drive through that I'm aware of.
SCHOENfNG: Right. So that means that 1f - so we're only saying ìt's okay now
because we have one, and it's okay now because we have one Shari's. But what
happens when we have a Denny's and an Elmer's and a Taco Bell and a Burger
King. So I feel like we're not I feel afmost like we're concentratlng on
one l-arger retailer ag'ain, and that can be a problem because we're losing
sight of what could potentially be an issue which I think ls part of what
we're supposed to be talking about. So if in that same area we have a stand-
afone restaurant that wants to be open 24 hours, at this point, we've sald we
don't care. So now we're saying that the impact on any communlty near that
Taco Be1l thatfs open 24 ino:urs, for instance, we don't care about that. Vùhat
we care about is a larqe retailer who is open 24 hours. T just want to make
that - that's what I'm understanding.
MEYER: Yeah. That's what I feef l.ike we've discussed ls that some of those
uses like the drive throughs don't necessarily - welÌ, in thls case, are
completely exempted from this conversation because that's not something that
we've felt, at this point, that Ifve heard from anyone, that anyone was
concerned about those drive through-type faclÌities. Am I mistaken?
SCHOENING: So then what about the pharmacy lssue? Because T do think that's
real . Ifm sorry, my 24-hour Walgreens is busy. My 24-hour Vrlalgreens pharmacy
is busy, and I can see that that might be a potential plus. I afso think that
we need to address working hours. !ühat is open to the public, and what is
working, and we skipped right over that. And it's important to understand
that there are people who rely on T'm sorry, but there are people work-ing
Ln Safeway overnight.
MEYER: Oh, yeah.
SCHOENING: So what's "open?"
SCOTT: And I think I'11 speak for myself. I think Nancy brought this up,
and I'm glad you brought it back. I think, to me, anything we discuss is
talking about hours open to the public.
MEYER: Correct.
SCOTT: What businesses do staffing wise when they're closed for stocking and
everything else f don't beÌieve is what's on the table here.
MEYER: And that's my understanding also.
COOKE: I would agree.
O' KEEFE: And I think you brought up a really good point about lrlalgreens
because we already have a Walgreens in our city. I don't think, and I'm sure
they probably have to do something with the clty as far as a permit of
something, but if they just decide, "You know what, we want to be open 24
hours or have our pharmacy drive through open 24 hoursr" I think that's a
real possibllity that they coutd do. And Rachel brings up a good point about
not just fookinq at big retail centers but other businesses that are coming.
So are we just talking about retall centers or are we - we're not incÌudlng
restaurants in there at all? Right?
COOKE: I woufd thlnk that we'd be talking again, I think of tr{algreens as a
convenience store rather than as a large - it's not a large footprint. I
mean, the number of customers inside Walgreens at -
SCHOENING: They empÌoy just as many peop.Le across the U.S. as another Ìarge
retailer wouÌd.
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COOKE: But we're talking about impacts on Sherwood and our residents and the
size of and type of traffic late, late at night and the impact on police,
so not necessarlly -
SCHOENING: So we would aflow a 24-hour pharmacy at lrlaÌgreens but noL a 24-
hour pharmacy at a larqe retailer? That's what I'm asking.
BELOV: I think it's -important to even find out if there would be a pharmacy
as part of this...
MEYER: Actually, I would say that it doesn't matter because...
SCHOENfNG: What about any large retailer?
MEYER: Yeah, I would feef like an exemption for a drive-through pharmacy
would be fine for any retailer. I don't know that if there's the option of
cÌosing doors to retaiÌers for in and out foot traffic - that I wouÌd be fine
with. I don't see that for the 21 years that I have lived in Sherwood that
that has been an issue for the residents. And quite frankly, after reviewing
the letters that were signed by a fot of the residents that came into
counciÌ, nearly 10% of resldents in Sherwood said, "Vr/e don't need anyone open
24 hours." So a part of what we're working toward here ls making a
recommendation actuaÌly, that is what we're working toward. Wef re making a
recommendation based on a reasonabfe effort to address the concerns of the
residents of Sherwood, and that is what they're telflng us. They're telÌing
us "h/e don't need anyone open 24 hours."
SCIIOENING: I¡lith alf due respect, Meerta, they haven't voted yet. So I mean
I'm sorry. I hear what you're saylng, and T'm flstening, and I get it, but
10% of the 1,800 is 180 people, and we are trylng to draft something so that
we can understand what the citizens of Sherwood want by voting on it.
MEYER: That was my point, Rachef. f mean out of a population of 18,000,
about 1,800 letters came in to council saying, "!rlhoa, we don't need this."
SCHOENING: I d-idn't think al-L of those said 24 hours. T mean, I read them,
and I didn't think they all said 24 hours.
SCOTT: No. Not even cl-ose.
SCHOENING: I don't want to split hairsì IL' s not important. I just feef fike
we keep talklng about we're concerned with the future and other retaifers
coming in, and this conversation is not only about one retailer, but this
conversation feels very much to me Ìike only one retailer.
BELOV: This conversation's about crime. Right? And there are a Ìot of
statistics about the viofent crime rate within a mile radius of a Vüal-Mart.
So I think that whether or not we want to look at that and have it part of
the conversat-ion - that's what we're talking about.
MEYER: Well, I hear that that is a concern for you for sure, but I don't
think this is just about tr{af-Mart. T think that we have a lot of vacant and
avai-labfe land that could attract a number of retailers, And with Al-bertson's
even for sale at the moment, any kind of a replacement tenent couÌd be
potentially affected. And so I feel Ìike these are the lssues that we're
working toward. Do we want and do we feel like Sherwood necessitates 24-hour
retaiÌ, and T'm not sure that T think that lt does. I'm not sure that we need
to have a 2L-hour retailer, and I don't feel like limiting hours of operation
in terms of belng open to the public is a bad thing. And \^/e can certainLy
banter about that. That's why we're here.
SCOTT: And T've read throuqh the comments from the citizens, and I think
it's important to remember - f think they're valuable input, and that's why I
read them, but I think it's afso lmportant to remember that they were
gathered from a group of people who had a very specific concernf the Wal-
Mart. And there's no other gatherlng of information from people with
different concerns. And so T think while it's lmportant to understand and
take into account those comments, theytre not necessarlÌy representatlve of
the whole. And back to the point of we're putting something forward that
would be put on the baffot. So it's going to be voted on, and uftimately, the
whole wiff decide. So but I think we do owe it to the clty to craft - if
we're going to recommend an ordinance in thls area to craft the best on we
can.
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MEYER: I would agree.
BRUTON: T woufd just like to add because there was a comment made about the
usage and who is using these services and ab what hours are they using them.
And there was a comment that was made specific to the citizens of Sherwood,
but there are stakeholders of these consumers goods that are not citizens of
Sherwood. There are 18,205 people in Sherwood, but there are 40,000 people,
and T would have to doubfe check that statistic, that travel down 99W every
d-y, and how many of them need a place to stop, a place to grab something to
eat, perhaps needing to get dlapers in the middle of the night because they
five out in the hifls and unincorporated Washi-ngton County and aren't
Sherwood voters. And my own background, there's a fot of business owners that
come in early to work or leave late at night. And I'-Ll use the example a l-ot
of the medicaf and healthcare practices are going to be running 24 hours, and
they're qoing to have needs for grabbing thlngs too. And so I just hope we
consider atl of stakehofders that are using these buslnesses, not just limlt
it to those that get to have a say ln the law creation.
MEYER: I think that's reasonable. I think that that's a legitimate concern
wlthout any question. I think though that, again, the goal of an ordinance is
to set a tone, of course, for how the citizens, or how we feel as a

community, wê'd like to see this community. And preserving Sherwood,
preserving its character, preserving civic uses and opportunities, those are
all things that have come before us, and folks have said, "These are the
things that are important to us. " And I understand that that could absolutely
Ìrmit and affect others, and as they are coming in and out of Sherwood, but...
BELOV: Can I add somethlng to that?
MEYER: Okay.
BELOV: Sorry to lnterrupt you.
MEYERS: That's okay.
BELOV: We're the ones that are paying for our police coverage. Tf there are
40,000 customers coming from elsewhere, it's at our expense. If it's l-owing
our quallty of life, and lf there is any potentiaÌ crime that's belng brought
in by having it open 24 hours, wê're paying for it.
MEYER: That's very valld.
SCOTT: True. Although lf we build up a more vibrant business base here in
town, their taxes are paying for that as well. And actually, business tax
payers pay a better proportlon of the overall tax base than residential,
especially when you talk about the services that they use.
BELOV: You need to keep 1n mind that the phase 7 is in urban renewal. None
of the income that 1s generated there is going to go to our police
unfortunately.
SCOTT: Originally. I think revenue sharing is schedule to start next year on
the (indecipherabÌe) district.
BELOV: Yeah, but what we're sharing is shared within alf the districts, and
it's a very tlny proportion. It's not fike norma-L commercial usage.
SCOTT: Right. But you're aLso tafking about it's not taking money away from
an existing tax - whatever that land was being taxed or being assessed at
before it was added to the urban renewaf district is stilf - that amount of
it stilf goes to the police and the fire and whatever other Metro and the
other.
BELOV: Vúhat was ln firm deferraÌ? Do you mean light industrial or which one?
SCOTT: It doesn't matter" I¡lhatever the assessed value was before it was added
to urban renewal will continue to go to those taxlng districts for the...
BELOV: H.y, Tom, do you mind answering this? Do you understand this?
PESSEMIER: Yeah. I do understand the question, and it's a very good question,
a very complicated one actualÌy. Naomi, you're both right actuaLly. So the
assessed value was frozen in 2000 on properties, and it was frozen at farm
deferral at a very low rate because of the nature of what was going on, the
activitles. When the (indecipherable) came in and changed essentiaÌly the
use, they had to pay I think it was flve years of back taxes at a commercial
rate. So we actually ended up gettlng a falr amount of monies this year for
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that change 1n use. My understanding is movlng forward, they'fL use the
commercial rate to start with, and then rt will be the additionaÌ on top of
that for the urban renewaf. It's kind of weird, and we asked the county about
this a couple times because we were a llttfe bit confused about it because it
kind of didn't make sense. I{hife we thought it was capped down here, and the
answer we kind of got was, "Weff, because of the way thls works' 1t wiÌl
actually be capped at what lt is based at this year and then any additional
on top of that wilf be urban renewal. So we are getting some monies, more
than we were before, under the farm deferral, but we won't get any addltional
monies in the future above that point.
SCOTT: Untif the urban renewal expires which I think is schedufed to be 2022.
So eight years. And then all that additional gain wiII go lnto those tax
districts.
BELOV: That's a long time though.
COOKE: One concern I have - we're kind of steering towards talking about one
property. Aqain, this wiÌ1 be something that will be impacting retallers
citywide, not just in one part-icular area. Again, if you look at - there are
hous-ing developments around Safeway and Albertson's as well. The impact to
those residents if one of those retaifers decided to stay open 24 hours would
be just as concerning to me or the potential cost of police.
PESSEMIER: So I've fistened to you guys for a little bit, and I had a chance
to kind of browse through this as you were talking, and I know that this came
in late, so you probably didn't have a long chance to look at it. There were
a coupÌe thrngs that I noticed. trirst off, Gladstone tried to do this through
the land use process. trVe talked about that afso at the work session about
whether or not this could be like a conditional use permit or something.
Condit-ional use permits go with fand and may not even stay if an operator
comes in and out, and it's complicated to do plus it's ln chapter 16. So that
might not be the best way to go about it. Most of the others actually tried
to regulate this either by prohlbitlon with exemptions or by either putting
permit or a ficense in pl-ace to kind of regulate these activities. And those
seem to be the ones that we're more focus on - the police and having some
sort of ficense that the police cou-Id control certain aspects of things that
they would have to do - addítional things - and at some point in tlme, lf
they didn't comply would lose their ficense to open up 24 hours. So from what
I saw in here, those are kind of - in listening to your conversation, maybe
those are the two things you could kind of decide which route you want to
take. Do you want to try to do a prohibition and create exemptions or maybe
you want to create a flcensing or permitting process by which they would have
to meet certain requirements and then j-t can be controlled by the police or
city manager or whoever that went. So ;ust some suggestlons.
SCHOENING: So this was exactly where T was going with it was that we have an
applrcation for an extended hours of operation or at least move to that
process because I feef like, again, maklnq sweeping decislons because of one
thlng that's happeninq can seriously affect new business comlng into
Sherwood, and I don't think we want that. And it could be either way. If
buslness comes 1n that doesn't consider itseff large retail but they want to
open 24 hours - I'm sorryf but there's a place called Stars in Beaverton,
which doesn't bother me in the least for the record, but they're a
restaurant, and they're open 24 hours on occasion, and that's totaÌly in
code, and rt's right next store to the police station. So my point is if we
put somethrng into p-lace that will do all of these things - they wifl address
the large retailer that's open, it wiff address new businesses comlng in and
the environment and the neiqhborhoods that they're in. It seems like if we're
allowed to go that route of asking for an application for an extended hours
of operation, it seems like that's the best place to put it because I saw
also in some of those municlpalities, it was opened up for public
conslderatlon agaln. It would go in front of council - there were many
dlfferent ways it could go, but any time a business comes in, it would apply
for those extended hours of operation. Now I think it's a good ldea to set
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what we think extended hours are. Obviously, cÌosing at 1:00 a.m. to 6:00
â.fr., it makes sense for a lot of reasons, I mean, bars close at 2:30.
There's a lot of reasons why you want to get people out of the path of that
3:00-4:00 a.m. area where police need to be on the highways and paying
attention to what's going on. But anyway, I woufd ask that we conslder an
extended hours of operatlon application for new businesses comlng in, and I
don't know how we address existing businesses, But I can see a time when aI1
of 99W is llned with 24-hour drive-through restaurants, and I don't know that
Tfd necessarily want to live in that town.
O'KEEFE: I woufd support what you - and what T t-hlnk you're saying is that
you would like to see a review process by clty council for each business
coming in that wants to go 24 hours and then that way we could open 1t up to
comment...
SCHOENING: I don't know if it's clty council-. ft was dlfferent in a lot of
the cities, and some of the cities that I looked at, it was a dlfferent body
that regulated it. And some of it was plannlng and zoning, some just said the
city manaqer. But it basically was in one I savr which T thouqht was a great
idea was when you applied for your business license, You coul-d be open for
standard operating hours of the city which were set, and then if you wanted
to be open past those hours, Vou needed to apply, and you went through an
application process. And how the cities determined that went was different in
each case.
O'KEEEIE: I would be a lot more inclined to support something of that nature
than l-ike a blanket ordinance. Because that way, new b'uslnesses coming lnto
town, they can appfy for an extended hours permit. Tt's got to go through a
public comment part so if people feef strongly about it one way or another,
they can show up to a meeting.
SCOTT: Do any of these examples, Rachel, have evaluation crlteria speclfied?
That's the next sticky wicket when you (indecipherabfe) .

SCHOENING: There were some that just - like T said, they were just straiqht
up in the city, code said a retailer, for instance, of this srze, could not
ever be open for 24 hours. I did see unless there was a 24-hour drive-through
pharmacy. I saw a couple of different examples, and not all of them had to do
with large retaiLers. Some of them had to do with other businesses which they
thought were undesirable for their city. Tn some places, bars can k¡e open for
24 hours. So it was things fike that. But most definitely, there was a ruÌe,
a hard and fast ruÌe, and a fot of it had to do with retail only and didn't -
commercial and industriaf were left 100% out of the mix in most of them I
would say.
MEYER: Could I ask that the commlttee take a fook at the packet that was
provided to us tonight and turn to - -Let's see, the ordinance, it looks like,
MC-4629 in the city of Camden. As I review this, and I'll read thls for the
record, it says, "Received input from residents and neighborhoods, police
department, code enforcement," eLc., etc. One of the goals of the ordinance
that they put into practlce was in part to reduce crowds of indlviduals in
close proximity to resldentlaf areas. And again, in the spirit of reduclng
nuisances to neighbors and residents, I feel like this discussion is -
there's so many different vafid points here. Limrtlng hours of operation can
be troubfesome in many regards, but not limiting hours can also be
troublesome. So therers pros and cons on both sides. And so what our charge
is is to decide or to make a recommendat-ion based on what we feef fike makes
the most sense for our city. Inlhat I do l1ke about this ordrnance that it
Ìooks Camden has passed or has ordained for their city is it addresses the
Ìolterlng. ft addresses littering. It addresses dlsturbance and nolse and
reducing debris even in retail estabflshments. And I thlnk these are all of
the kinds of things that directly impact our residential neighborhoods and
preserve our conmunity. And again, in the spirit of preserving our character
and preserving our communities, these are the things, it would seem to me,
that matter to resldents. Anyone have any thoughts on that?

Page 9 of40



538
539
540
541
542
543
544
54s
546
547
548
549
550
551
552
553
554
555
556
557
5s8
559
s60
561
s62
s63
s64
565
566
567
s68
s69
570
57r
572
573
574
575
576
577
578
s79
s80
581
582
s83
s84
58s
586
s87
588
589
590
591
592
s93
s94
595
596
s97

BELOV: I would definitely rather see our pofice officers working to enforce
something 1-ike this than to not have any ordinance in place to have them
enforclng not onÌy this type of thing but inside like shoplifting because
regardless w-ith a retaifer of that size, there wilÌ be work for them to do. I
feel like if it was open, they'II be deallnq with shoplifting, like they were
at Kohl's and elsewhere.
JACOBS: Chair Meyer and committee, Chad Jacobs from the city attorney's
office. first, I apoloqize for being late today. A 2O-minute drive took me an
hour and a half.
MEYER: We're happy to see you back, Chad.
JACOBS: I just want to interject and exactly what you were just talking
about is very important. You want to talk about what are the concerns that
you're trying to address. The City of Camden ordinance that we provided for
you was upheld. It was legally challenged and was upheld by the triaf court,
but it's nov'r up on the court of appeals in New Jersey. So it's very llkely
that the court of appeals may throw it out and say it's unconstitutional. And
the reason that they have alt that language that you're talking about was to
justify the rational basis for having the ordinance in p1ace. So it's going
to be very lmportant for this body and the city council and then in the
balfot materials that are presented to the voters to outline these very
reasons why thls is necessary for the city to put ln place. So 1t's important
that you do have this discussion about what it is, what are the concerns that
you're attempting to address, and then tailor whatever restrictions you put
in place to address those concerns which is why you see various ordinances
that we've provided - some have wj-thin a certain number of feet of resj-dences
because what they were realJ-y trying to address h/as the impact of light and
noise on the ability for people to live in a peaceful setting within their
residences. You've got other ones that are much more detarled lj.ke the City
of Camden ordinance that goes into a fot more detail about the various
concerns. So part of what you want to do as part of this process is have a
discussion amongst yourselves, get lnformation from the community or the
police if you can to sort of build that record for if and when any such
ordinance is challenged lf it's approved by the voters, that you woufd have a
record to defend it.
MEYER: Thank you very much, Chad. Any other cornrnents? Larry?
O'KEEFE: I see in the exemptions, they have the sale of gasoline, diesel,
propane, filling stations, and prescription,/nonprescription medications at
drug stores and pharmacies is exempt from that. And then the 200 feet from
the Ìot line to residential zone was I think the amount of distance that Chad
was tafking about. f thlnk Ifd be okay wlth considering something like that.
I mean this ls very detailed, and I thrnk if the police saw that there was a
probÌem, this kind of gives them a probable cause to...
MEYER: Step in.
O'KEEFE: To step in rather than be reactionary. This way they can be more
proactlve j-nstead of reacti-ve, and T like that idea. The only thing I wouÌd
add, and it's a fittle off subject, but there is some data, and I kind of
take everything I read in the paper with a grain of saft, but the recent
Oregonian artlcle about the Cornetius Wal-Mart that came in and a lot of the
concerns the resldents had were the same concerns that vre're bringing up. And
now that that store has been there a Ìittle bit, they have found out that it
didn't quite create the amount of crime and devaluation of housing that they
thought it was. And I think it's a fot more comparable size city to Sherwood
than say Portland when we're tal-king about that sick-leave act and stuff. But
it's just something to keep in mind. There were some numbers and data there
that was quoted that I don't tend to disbelieve, but I'd probably want to
vu!r!y.

MEYER: That's fair. But you know, again, this is - the discussion that we're
having, I want to be very clear, is not based on one retailer in Sherwood.
And there are, as I menLioned earlier, other development opportunities
available within the city. And so our growth and ho!^t we as a clty woufd like
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to see that qrowth happen is affected by any ordinance that's put in place -
any code changes, that plannlng, and city counci-I chooses to enact for the
well being of Sherwood. So, again, I think in the spirit of focusing on
retait within this community and the overafL impact it could potentiaÌJ-y have
is where I'd feef lrke I'd -Iike to really hone in thls discussion. Because
you're right. We can talk aff day Ìong about the possibifities one way or the
other. Some may be very productlve, others may not, but I do think we need to
look -Locally and address what we want to see and what we don't want to see
within the city. That is why we're here. That is why we are looking at
crafting an ordinance to preserve this communrty. That's what we'd like to
do. That is what I would like to do.
SCOTT: So I think going back to the question that Tom raised about shoufd we
try to pursue an ordinance toward prohibitlon or should we try to pursue an
ordj-nance toward an application process, and Rachel talked about this quite a
bit. And similar to what Larry said, my gut is I'd feel more comfortable with
the second because I think it alfows the city to be more ffexible golng
forward. But the flip slde of that is you're then open to, is it being
applied fairly? Right? And what are the cr.iteria for evaluating a request?
Right? And do we specify in this ordinance what that crlteria is or what that
matrix looks like or do we trust the administrative rufes process to handle
that? And even then, and I think this qoes back to what Chad said about being
chaÌlenqed in court if somebody gets approved else doesn't, then are we
opening up a situation where we could end up in court because somebody feels
like they were treated unfairly through that process. T mean, I think those
things can be overcome, but I think it's the flipside of that argument.
PESSEMIER: So Chad, do you have any thoughts on - first off, from my
perspective, a prohibition ordinance is easier to write because you don't
have to come up with the crj-teria and everything. On the other hand, you
mentioned that - which Camden, which I thlnk is a prohibition, is being
challenged. Do you thrnk it would be easler from a legal sense to defend
somethlng that rs more of a ficense/permit type of thing than a straight out
prohibition, or do you think there's any difference?
JACOBS: ft think they both have their risks. The flat out prohibition,
again, I think needs to be tailored in a way if you're going to do it that
rea1ly addresses the concerns that you have. You know, so if it is light and
noise that/s interfering with the use of residential properties, then you
want to have that sort of length or distance from resldentlal properties
lncluded in there. So we're going to want to tailor 1t to address the
specific concerns that you have and build a record to be able to defend it.
Now I can't guarantee the court's goinq to find that it's constitutional.
There's one case in Oregon from I thlnk 1913 where there was a prohibition
put in place, and the court upheÌd it. So that's our basis here in Oregon.
And there's cases aLl over the country that go back and forth. And part of
lt's just going to depend partially on how n-ice of a record we can buiÌd to
use if in fact it's challenged. It's my understandlng that you don't have a
lot of 24-hoor businesses in Sherwood right now, so you probably won't run
into the same level of opposition that they had in Camden. In Camden T think
there's a coal-ition of six or seven 7-11 stores that are open 24 hours that
are all suing to chaÌlenge. So they have muÌtiple businesses that are already
open 24 hours. So that's something in your favor, but you never know who
could bring a fawsuit. The flip slde, and exactÌy what Doug was saying, is
that if you do a permittlng process, we wouÌd have to work with Staff, and
Staff 1s T thlnk used to doing this throughout all their permitting processes
that you have to treat everyone equally. So you have to establish cfear
standards, and once you estabfish those standards, if someone can meet those
standards, they get the permit. You donft get to plck and choose whether or
not you like that business because of thelr reputation or not whether or not
they get to be open 24 hours. It's whatever standards we have in place. Tf
they can meet those standards, they get the permlt. And so that's the policy
calf that you all need to try to decide to make. Vfhat makes the most sense
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for Sherwood, and then it's our job to help you draft an ordinance that we
thlnk is the most legally defensible. And in these kinds of situations, we
can't guarantee that it wlll be legally defensible, but we will do our best
in working for you to uphold the Law and defend the law.
O'KEEFE: T wifl say that Camden's definitions and their procedures, their
concerns that they outlined: Loitering, littering, noise - boy, I Like that.
That covers a lot of ground, and it's very speclfic. f'm not seeing a whole
lot of stuff that I would x out here.
MEYER: f would agree. You know, the other thing that I don't see, and I'm
surprised that I don't see within this ordinance, because it does appear to
be a prohibition ordinance, is something related to a chronic nuisance, a
chronic nuisance property that - is it addressed? Did I miss that.
SCHOENING: In one of them, it talks ab,out more than one infraction. It maybe
the Camden - it talks about getting in troubfe more than once and qetting it
revoked, but I think that's more talking about having an extended permit. T

have to say, I own a business that closes much earlier than the business
that's right next door to it. This is a real situation for us. I mean, it's
real. It's aÌso not huge. ft's not more than me talking to my neighbor. The
polnt T have to make about that is we're two smalf businesses. T know my
neighbor. I know the car he drives. I know his name; I know his wife's name.
You know, my business neighbor. So that being said, I get what you're talking
about. Again, my concern is always making sure that we bring businesses lnto
Sherwood and then they feel l-ike a welcome place to do business. It totally
makes sense to me to say something like t'away from residential." ff what
we're reaÌÌy talking about is what we're realÌy talking about, then I think
thatfs the ordinance we need to draft. lf what we want to do is keep people
from loiterlng in front of businesses - f don't actualfy know what happens
when peopfe stand 1n front of a business, I don't think really anything that
bad - but if we're talking about a large retailer and a big, big space where
tons of people can congregate, yeah, I aqree. That is a bigger issue that
what someone can do in the market in Old Town. So I do think in this instance
maybe there are different rules, but that concerns me again because I don't
think we should be splitting hairs like that. f don't think we should be
making exceptions because a 7-IL is afso not a Ìarge footprint, and theyrre
open 24 hours, and that's their business model. And why wouldn/t we want a 7-
11 in Sherwood? These are the conversations I think we should be having while
we're drafting this ordinance. Do we talk about square footage? Because f
feel like for once 1n this ent-ire process, I feel like maybe we should be
because that's what I keep hearing is "Ìarge." So is a smalJ- footprint
business that's open for 24 hours, is that really what we're concerned about?
Or are we concerned about a place where really a lot of people can congregate
and get up to no good, and we're talking about one police officer not being
enough to have a conversation? lrlhat are we concerned about?
MEYER: I think you brought up a lot of points that we can comment on,
Rachel. So thank you for that. I cou-Idn't even keep up with my notes. So I
think 1) I think a discussion about a threshofd whether that's square footage
or number of empLoyees T think 1s a reasonabfe point to discuss. I think
that hours open to the public, again, is another concern that we could
discuss. Help me remember some of the other things you just said.
SCHOENING: I really want to discuss whether 1t's retail only or not.
MEYER: Yeah. And I'd fike to readdress...
SCHOENING: I just want to solidify. Is it goinq to be retaif onJ-y? Then it
needs to be retail only.
MEYER: Yes. I think that we have aff, and please correct me if Ifm wrong,
but alf of this discusslon is focused on retail-.
SCOTT: And we have to be clear then what retail means because there's a lot
of differences in how you can define that.
MEYER: Okay.
O'KEEFE: Just to clarify, we're aÌl- in agreement that even though a store is
cfosed to the public, it's not a problem for us to have workers in there from
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midnight to 4:00 because frankly, that generates employment ln our city. It's
going to have people there that are supposed to be there.
MEYER: AbsoÌutely. I woufd agree with that.
O'KEEEE: I just want to make sure we're afl 1n agreement with that and that
that's not an issue.
MEYER: T thlnk specifically with regard to large retailers for the City of
Sherwood, I think that makes a lot of sense, particularly with the trafflc
issues that we've brought up that in this forum we unfortunately can't
address. But having freight coming in after hours does make sense. and having
fofks working on inventory and aÌÌ those kinds of thì-ngs after hours does
seem reasonable to me. I don't know how everyone else feels about that, but
that feels reasonable to me.
BELOV: We may want to include something about havlng the workers be quiet
because one of the petltlons was from somebody who lives behind Target, and
he sald every morning, he gets woken up really early because the trucks come
in and they make a fot of noise, slamming the doors so f don't know, maybe
it's nolse in general from a retailer.
MEYER: Tom, can f deflect to you for a moment? Do you know what our noise
regulations are wlthin Sherwood?
PESSEMIER: Kind of. Our noise ordinance probably needs to be updated, but it
does address some of those lssues - I think prior to 7:00 am and so certainly
if there was a compÌaint, the police woufd have tools in order to deaf wlth
that.
MEYER: That's what I thought. So given that we have that ordinance, do you
feef comfortable with that.
BELOV: I'm not sure. He's said he's complained multipJ-e tlmes, and nothing's
been done about it. So I don't know.
SCOTT: So I guess the question is is this the case where we need a new
ordinance or to update the existing ordinance? Or ls it a case where maybe
the application...
MEYER: Or just a call into the poÌlce department.
BELOV: T think we just need to set a standard for the employer and also all
of the customers who are visiting.
PESSEMIER: And I think one thlng you've identified 1s noise is one of those
activities that you guys want to talk about. So certainÌy dealing with hours
of operation wou-Id make the justìfication that Chad is talking about make

MEYER: Yeah. So Rachel, I'm going to defer back to you on your threshold
comment. I feel Ìike I wouÌd agree wlth you. A business like yours is not one
that I would feef concerned about in terms of large groups congregating in
the middfe of the night, that sort of thing. Whereas a large retaif parking
area woufd be a concern to me. I mean I've managed both the small mom and pop
shops, Ifve managed very large retail faciÌities, and there is a blg
difference between the klnds of activlties and hours even that occur for a
number of reasons. Vúhat seems reasonable to you? What fee-Ls reasonable? Do
you have a I know this ls a tough.
SCHOENING: I have no idea. Honestly, I have no idea. Because I hear what
you're saying. At the same time, people complain aÌf the tlme about the
hoodÌums ln front of trat Mifo's because of Rainbow Market. And they are
teens, and they are chlldren who live here, and they're not homeless. So I
don't have any ldea. I quess Ifm not the right person to glve input on this.
I do believe that there ls better and a different dialogue that happens
between smaller-1n-size businesses regarding this issue. On the other hand,
you're talking about a large shopping development. How do you - j.f Fat Mil-o's
is in there in a new deveÌopment, who gets 1n trouble for the people who are
congregatinq in the parking lot? So the whole getting-in-trouble part, I
think, is what we're trying to avoid. Am I riqht?
SCOTT: I think the answer rs the people themsefves who are loitering are the
ones who get in trouble. The business isn't heÌd responsibfe for that. I
think that I s what we' re...
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SCHOENING: T just want to make sure that he business isn't responsibfe for
calling and reporting or maklnq sure this nuisance doesn't happen (a), and
because f don't want the calls, and I don't thlnk the large buslness wants
the ca-Lfs either. So who's responsible for policing their parkìng lot?
MEYER: They are. A property owner is responsible.
SCHOENING: Right. I mean we just had this conversation wlth Line 24-
hour/overnlght thing. So that's, again, my point. But, again, the question
you asked me was size, and I don't have any idea. f don't have any idea.
There are smaÌÌ businesses in there w-ith Safeway and Albertson's.
MEYER: Okay. Does anyone else have any thoughts on whether or not a
threshofd in this...
BEI,OV: I think a property owner needs to be responsible. They need to know
that they can manage their property, their parking lot, and if they can't,
then that's an issue. And if the responsibitì-ty 1s fafflng on the city's
shoulder's, then that's an expense to us. Right?
COOKE: So in the Camden ordj-nance, they had the deflnitions of retail safes.
They also had their exemptions for items such a pharmacies, gas I think 7-
11 - is that a gas station? Correct? Yeah. So they would be exempted. And I
think that would be a good place for us to start havlng the conversatlon
regardlnq - because T, again, the reta-if - I'm not as concerned about the
retail stze, square footage from this particular aspect now/ how late is
Ralnbow Market open? Because they're a convenlence store. We could write in
there...
O'KEEEE: 8:00 - 8:00 or something?
SCHOENING: I think the issue is, more the point, is that they're open later
than I am, considerably later than I am. So to Naoml's polnt, if there are
kids in front of I'at Mì-lo's, and f'm not open, and he is open, who's
responsibrÌity is that? Are you calling me to come back to work to deal with
the hoodLums?
SCOTT: They're on public property at that polnt. They're on the sidewafk.
COOKE: Yeah. I think that individual having criminal actlvity going on, the
individua.Is woufd stiff be fiabl-e even if the retall establishment is open,
you would hope that they would be...
MEYER: Yeah, T'm goinq to throw somethlng out. We have a few more people
that have joined us this eveninq. And, Tom, I have a question: tr^lhen we last
met, you had mentioned that you have another meetlnq to qo it. Is that stilL
the case?
PESSEMIER: It 1s. That meeting starts at 7:00. It's actually going to be in
this room back here, but f don't plan on going back and forth.
MEYER: WiÌÌ you be rejolnlng us?
PESSEMIER: Maybe. Depends on how Ìong that meetinq goes, but that's probabÌy
going to be an hour and a half meeting though, so I'm hopeful that you guys
are gone by the time that T mlqht come back.
MEYER: No offense taken, Tom.
SCOTT: So f would suggest maybe we continue untif 7:00, and then we take a
break and then take public comment after.
MEYER: That's exactly where I was qor-ng. Is everyone else okay with that?
Okay.
PESSEMIER: Yeah, and before we do that, I do have a couple of items if you
are wlll-ing to consider those. I would fike to talk about the schedule and
some concerns that we've klnd of come up wlth as far as trying to make sure
that we get thrngs done and then qulckly just taÌk about resources that came
up at the fast counclf meeting, and I think you guys might want to just kind
of hear that. So if you are okay wlth that, please reserve me five minutes,
and that wouÌd be fine.
MEYER: Yeah. Well, actualJ-y, do you want to just do that now while you're
here? Chad, can you give us any ldea of where your office is at this point in
terms of first-draft language for us?
JÀCOBS: My understanding is there's three ordinances that you guys are
waiting for us to draft. The first ls the overnight camping ordinance, the
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second is the dilapidated vehicÌes, and the third is what I calÌ the hazmat
ordinance. And we are ln the process of drafting those. A matter of fact, f'm
drafting the overnight camping and dì-lapidated vehicles. And I think the plan
is at feast those two and probably the hazmat one as wef-l, to have all of
those to you by Monday.
MEYER: Okay.
.TACOBS: So you guys can have those in hand Monday. And then with the ERISA
stuff T don't know if this was discussed before I got here- wlth some of
the ERTSA stuff and the employment stuff. Coordinating with some of the
outside peop-le that we've been working with incfuding talking to BOLI and
seelng their abilities is goinq sfower than we hoped, so that is probably
something that's golng to have to be put off until- next Thursday, and we
expect that we woul-d want to have an executive session with you aff next
Thursday to give you some advice about some of those issues. So I think the
plan, if this works for you all, is that we would be abfe to get through clty
staff copies of the ordinances for you guys to be abfe to have in your
possession on Monday and then you coufd have a discussion about those on
Thursday as wefl as the executlve session with Heather on Thursday as welf.
O'KEEEE: Chad, I'm sorry - but, Tom, didn't you say that the hazmat thing
was off the tabfe?
MEYER: That was pesticides.
O' KEEEE: So with that in mind, I woufd like to suggest that we maybe cancel
our meeting for Monday so that individually, we have an opportunity to review
the draft language, save some of our staff resources and time, and on
Thursday, after we've all had an opportunity to read through the draft
languagef we can really, realÌy get lnto a discussion on if we're comfortable
with the language, if we'd like to see any modifications, we can take public
comment. WiLl the draft ordinances be available to the public?
PESSEMIER: They'll probably become - we're you going to put those in a
packet? It depends on when they come in. If they come in and it's for our
Thursday meeting, we can certainly put together a packet that woufd include
them that wou-Id be avai-Lable to the public. If it's for Monday night, there
just won't be the time to put the packet together.
MEYER: Riqht.
PESSEMIER: So before you make that decision, can I kind of give you some
information? Sylvia asked me a real1y good question yesterday, and I didn't
have a qood answer for her which is not usualÌy good thing because she
usualÌy asks really good questions. And so f've been thinklng about it over
the fast day or so. And her question was, counciÌ is meeting on August 6th,
which is realÌy when they're going to be considering this stuff with the hope
of adoptlng these on August 2Oth. Their calendar is August 6th, August 20th, and
then they do have a meeting September 3'd, but that's the day after Labor Day,
and it's likely that that's probably not going to happen. Or Memorial Day,
excuse me. So if on August 6th, they would have to have a public hearing in
order to have the public be abfe to respond and testlfy in regards to the
ordinances and the language contalned therein so that they coufd make sure
that they've heard from the public, the public had an opportunlty to respond
to them, and to give them feedback. But 1n order to have a public hearing,
that means that the material would have to be prepared and to Sylvì-a by no
fater than August 2nd. That's actualfy way past her deadline, that's a week
past her deadfine that we normally would be getting her material which would
incfude alf of the ordinance text and then probably some sort of report.
TypicalÌy, we do a staff report whlch is usuaÌly one to two pages klnd of
outlining the rationale behlnd it and exactly what's going on, the fínanciaf
impacts, and certain things that go along with that. So that means if that
has to be prepared by August 2"d in order to have the pubJ-ic hearing on August
6th and have the public have the pubÌic have the opportunity to be abLe to
review the materiaÌ, then we're rapidly running out of time. What we have
rlght now is a meeting scheduled for August 1"t, Thursday, and clearly, there
woufdn't be any time to do anything other than wrapping, dotting I's,
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crossing T's, making sure the staff reports are done, and then there's only
three other meetings before that. So Monday, JuIy 291^; Thursday, July 25th;
and Monday, Ju\y 22"d which is the meeting you're talking about cancelÌing. So
I'm getting really nervous about where we're at and for you guys to be abÌe
to really have a chance to put together text in ordlnance form that you feel
reaÌÌy comfortable about. Chad says he's going to get you this information
on Monday but then you wouldn't have a meeting until Thursday to review it.
So that woufd be really your only chance, probably, other than cÌeaning some
stuff up on August 1"t in order to make sure that language ln that is the way
you want it which could work. And atso then, you would be consj.dering the
ERISA stuff as wefl, and you really wouldn't have any Ìanguage at that point
to conslder because you're stifl trying to figure out what pieces you're
going to do.
MEYER: So, yeah. We are running out of time. ft doesn't in my opinion, make
sense for us to meet the day thal- we receive materiafs from Chad's office.
With that said, I feel like relylng on-ly on one meeting that week afso
doesn't make sense. So perhaps we need to look at our calendars and figure
out what other options that we have to meet that week. Let me know if you
disagree. Tf we get the mater-iafs in on Monday...
SCOTÎ: Weff, I certainÌy agree it wouldn't make sense to meet about those
particular draft ordinances that we'd be receiving nor wouÌd be obviously be
able to meet about some of the employment stuff we've talked about. Irüe could
continue this conversation if it doesn't finish tonight. Other than that, I
dont t...
COOKE: Do we think we need to - f feel we're fairfy close on this
conversation. I mean, f hate to see us extend it any further.
O'KEEFE: I totally agree with you. I think we are really, really cfose on
this ordinance for tonight. Is there anybody that has any big issues with
this ?

SCOTT: lr]elf, I don't think we've decided really anything, I mean, we've
taÌked about a lot of things, but T don/t think we're close to aqreement on
any one...
O'KEEEE: I think we were close to modefing something after Camden with maybe
a stipulation on s i ze.
SCOTT: f don't even think we've decided whether we want to go down the route
of prohlbltion or permitt-ing. That seems to me that we're still a ways away.
I want to get to it, but I think holdlng open the option of Monday to
continue for now is a qood idea, and at the end of the night if we don't need
'i I arar l
L',

BELOV: Weren't we golng to discuss, too, a dependable schedufe? Ts that part
of what you're looking into, Chad?
MEYER: I think that was going to be included wlth the ERISA attorney.
PESSEMIER: Right. I thlnk the only thing that they got clear direction on in
regards to that was the sick Ìeave, and I thrnk that's probably what they're
working on. As far as schedufe goes, if you weren't to do it Monday' July
22"o, I think probably your onÌy option woufd be to do a hlednesday meeting and
then Vùednesday/Thursday which is going to be back to back, but that ls
something for you to consider. Al-so talking about resources, I did do kind of
an estimate based on the amount of tlme that the attorneys are putting in and
Sylvia and I are puttlng ln and IT is puttinq in to record these and to set
up the room and everything else, and it showed that if we have all nine
meetings, w€'11 probably be spendinq somewhere in the $50-60,000 range. Some
of that's our t-ime which obviously isn't an additionaf cost to the city' so
it's not like we're taklnS $50-60,000 away from other projects. But
certainly, paying the attorneys is something that would have to be found
somewhere in the budget. That's okay. Council heard that, and I dldn't hear
any feedback from them that they had any major concerns with that. But to my
point is 1f we cÌo cancel a meetlng, it wouÌd probably save us $5'000-$6'000.
So you can think about that as we move forward. And I shouÌd say, rt looks to
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me like we already are planning on cancelllng one meeting because you were
pÌanning on meeting on August 5th.
BELOV: For the record, I'd just fike to say that I know money is a concern,
but- if you consider that it woufd be cÌose to $6,000 per employee that we
would paying in health benefits and all that. So if we coufd figure somethinq
that saves us as taxpayers money down the road, this wilL be money weÌL

MEYER: I¡,1e11. I'm not sure where that number's coming from, Naoml , but aside
from that, T feel like there's value, a lot of vafue, in the work that we're
doing. And whife I would suggest that we do postpone our Monday meebing', it
wou-Id b,ehoove us to maybe meet on a Wednesday/Thursday of next week so that
we can really get lnto this language that Chad's office will be presenting to
us and carry forth addltional discussion on that end then on Thursday, wrap
up this discussion so that we can turn that over to Chad's office to get
going on language because we reafly are on a time crunch, And I'm not
suggesting that cancelling Monday's meetinq is necessary, but I just am not
sure that's going to be the most effective use of all of our time when we
haven't had an opportunity to review the language. Rachel, Beth, do you have
anything to add?
SCHOENING: Sounds Ìike we've afready cancelleci the August 5th meeting.
MEYER: The 5th meetlng?
SCHOENING: Right. I mean, there's nothing to do at the August 5th meetingr, so
thatfs aÌready off the table.
PESSEMIER: Yeah. Your packet's going to have to be completed by August 2nd.
SCHOENING: So the August 5th meeting ls done. I feel flke if we don't walk
out of here tonj-ght with a 24-hour decision, we're not going to get one,
That's how I fee-I .

MEYER: Okay.
SCHOENING: Reqardless of Monday because if we have those packets in front
of us, and we meet on Monday, w€'re golng to discuss it. Not that wefre 5-
year-oÌds, but I think that's what's golng to happen. And I feef like we need
to spend some time looking at those. So I don't have a problem adding a
Wednesday - I mean, I'm not thrilled out it, but if we have to add a
I.t1ednesday, that's great. But T don't think we should l-eave here without at
least gettlng some idea of some language for the 24-hour issue, and I don't
think that means we stay fate. I think that means we figure out what we're
talklng about and what we want and get that done. or T don't think it's going
to happen.
MEYER: Okay.
SCHOENING: Because I think that the labor issues are going to be much bigger
than we think they are or maybe we know how big they are, but I think they're
going to take up the rest of the tlme we have to dlscuss anything eÌse.
BRUTON: T would like to add that based on the scope of potentiaf ordinances
that this committee has been looking at, we haven't had a real targeted goal
for public comment. And I think that public comment, peopÌe are going to want
to actuafly know what they're coming in and looklng at and commenting to, And
so if we look to that Wednesday/Thursday strategy, we miqht have more peopÌe
who are willing to comment to the specific potential regulations, and we
mlqht be able to get a cfear vision of what the community and what our
business communlty is thinking. And that's something that I think needs to
happen. We shouÌd fill this chamber lf we're going to be Ìooking at drafting
potential- law.
COOKE: I do agree, but I think, just to remember, we're not drafting. We're
drafting the ordinances that wilf go to the balfot for consideration.
BRUTON: For consideration.
COOKE: Rrght.
PESSEMIER: Yeah. And as f mentioned, the reason to have this stuff done by
Auqust 2"d is so the councif can have a public hearing, and I woufd expect
that would be a time where people can come in and give them their thoughts as
we-Lf .
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MEYER: Yeah. f would agree. So I donft feel like we have consensus on
whether or not to meet on Monday. Can we just go around the tabLe and take a
quick, lnformaf vote? Naomi, what do you think about Monday?
BELOV: Monday works much better with my schedule, but I can do Wednesday if
necessary.
MEYER: Okay. Larry.
O¡KEEFE: f am havrng a hard time because f'm out of town next week. I can
probabÌy make it back for Wednesday night. I'm not going to be here Thursday.
Friday would work, but I don't want to be the only - I could make it
Wednesday if you got lr/ednesday and Thursday, and I'll just - is there a way I
can get the information and Ìet people know my thoughts on that if T have
something to read about?
PESSEMIER: A-bsofutely. Yeah. Tt sounds like it'll be ready on Monday, and
you can just provide written comments to the committee.
O'KEEEIE : Okay. Great .

BRUTON: f am available as needed on any of those days.
SCOTT: I feef like lf we don't conclude the 2L-hour tonight, we need to meet
on Monday to continue it. If we do, then f think cancel-ling Monday makes
sense.
MEYER: I agree with Doug.
COOKE: I think we're capable of completing the 24-hour tonight. and we
should move forward wlth cancelling Monday if we are able to do that.
MEYER: Rachef?
SCHOENING: (Indecipherable) .

MEYER: Okay. So let's take a 1O-minute break. We'If open up for public
comment for 40 minutes or as - hopefully, it may or may not even take 40
minutes, but we'11 take up to 40 minutes of public comment. And then fet's
dig back in and work on this 24-hour issue.
BREAI(
MEYER: Okay. Let's qet golng. f'm going to call the meeting back to order
please, and we are now going to open up the meeting for pubÌic comment. So
each lndividuaf wilf have up to four minutes, and if you can please focus - I
can't teÌÌ you what to do, but T would encourage you to focus your comments
based on our discussion tonight and/or any of the other discussions that
we've had specific to these committee meetings. So come on up. Come on up,
yeah. CouÌd you push your button, please.
BEVILLE: Tony Bevi11e, SVrI Lindley, Sherwood. I have a question, a couple
questions...
MEYER: Can I interrupt you one second? If you have questlons, wê're not
golng to engage in a question/answer, but maybe we' 11 write down and get back
to you in our closing comments.
BEVILLE: Sure. ft seems to me that right now a lot of the discusslon is
about protectlng future buslness that may be coming to Sherwood, retaif
business that may be affected by this 24-hour business, I'd like to know what
businesses currently is it the chamber or the city pursuinq to come to
Sherwood that would be affected by this 24-hour prohibition or permit. Thatfs
the flrst question. And the second question T have is, and it doesn't - not
to this one, but in a way it does, but if the evil empire, tr{a-Mart, folds,
will - are you going to write an amendment that makes them restore that
property to its original state? That's a question. And here's a comment I
have. For a business to be cfosed from 1:00-6:00 a.m., I can't think I would
ever wake up at 3:00 in the morning and think, "Gee, I'm going to go buy a
generator," anyr./here or "I want to buy a quart of oil ." To me, thls is a non-
issue. We don't need it. And why we don't need lt - T mean, we were all kids
at one time and snuck out and got into mischlef, and I think that woufd be
kind of a magnet for that kind of behavior. So that's just - but they're two
leqitimate questions. Thank you.
MEYER: Thanks, Tony.
NAI.TCY: I apoloqize for being late tonight. I work very/ very hard, and I had
to go into the Lloyd Center area where my office is, Across the street from
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where I work, and I'm going to just telf a brief story that's going to have a
lot to do with 24 hours. Across the street from where f work I have a sky
brldge over to the Lloyd Center. f have another building that's across from
what I call needle park, but it's actua.Ily where the TriMet stop is that you
get onto the MAX and go lnto the city center. It used to be free. ft used to
be called the "free zone," ar\d you could get on 1t and just go all over. They
put a stop to that, or they thought they were going to put a stop to all the
problems that they were having in LÌoyd Center by takinq away this free zone.
They didn't. It's still needle park. If you want to buy, I guess, heroine,
those types of things you're going to find them there. And you're going to
find them there 24 hours a day. Their hours of operation, the park and the
peopLe who live in the park, are about 1:OO to about 6:00, but T think at
about 3:00 or 4:00, they kind of clear out and go other places. There's a
camp down below that they live in, pÌaces like that. So if you're looking at
what klnd of bus-inesses want to be open that time, I've actualLy seen those
businesses because I've had to be in the offlce for 24 hours because we had
to do practice driffs on what we do if we had a force majeure. For those of
you who don't know that word, it means everything goes out, we al-l have to
come together and restore it as a utility company. So with that being said, I
know I'm not an expert, but I do kind of Ìlve it every day. How do I get to
work, how do I get home, how am f safe, how am I not safe. I woufd not get on
TriMet after 1:00. f don't think I'd get on TriMet after B:00 personally. I
used to work for U.S. West. I got off - I was across from Big Prnk which is
the big - we ca.If it Blg Pink. What do you guys cafÌ it here? Who owns it
now? I think it's one of the banks.
O' KEEFE: U. S . Bancorp Tower.
NÀI{CY: Yeah. Rrght. Oh my, God. So we get off, and you fook out the window
before you got off work because you didn't know if you were going to have
peopÌe lined up with their hands tied behrnd the-ir b'acks with those garbage
bag th-ings because the police were going to take them away or TNS was going
to take them away. Tf you're looking aL 24,/7 buslnesses, go spend the night
in that park. You'11 see what I'm talking about. Thank you.
O' KEEtr'E : Thank you.
MEYER: Thanks, Nancy. Anyone eLse? Okay. So thank you very much for the
comments this evenlng, I think what we'lf do is return back to our earller
conversation and fet's start with a focus on hours of operation.
BELOV: I'd llke to glve the exampÌe of Woodburn because T know that - was it
CorvalÌis or Cornel what was it?
O' KEEFE: Cornelius.
BELOV: Cornelius. Okay. That you had given. I don't know. That store's only
been there like two years. It takes a while for the effects of a tr{al-Mart to
thoroughly affect an area. T was outside of (indecipherable) market one day,
and this couple came up to me, and they said, "I'm so glad youtre here," - I
had a lrla-L-Mart sign, a No Vrlal-Mart sign, and they said, t'Because we moved
here from Inloodburn, and the reason why we did was because there was no Wal--
Mart. Itts safer here." So safety for them was a huge concern, and
apparently, when the Vfaf-Mart store came into Woodburn, the problems just
rose tremendously. f don't know if you've alf been to Woodburn. Do you know
what I'm talking about.
MEYER: f'm kind of hoping that you can kind of getti-ng back to the 24-hour
issue and thresholds and if we can - and not to dismiss concerns or your
thoughts, but f'd really like to hone in on our discussion points.
BELOV: Okay.
MEYER: Go ahead.
SCOTT: I guess maybe I'd Ìike to kind of get a sense of, from the rest of
the committee, which kind of avenue we're leaning toward as far as a
prohibition wlth exceptions or generaf hours with an appÌication processf and
maybe that woufd help us focus on what directlon we want to go for an
ordinance.
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O'KEEFE: I woufd go - f'm leaning towards a prohibrtion. I was thinkrng
about an application process, but after listening to Chad, it sounds like the
prohibi.tion woufd be easier to write, less chance for it to be appealed, and
it would easier to apply in a fair and equitable place across the board. Is
that correct? Is that what I was hearlng you say?
JACOBS: lrle can write elther of them. And I don't know that one's easier to
write than the other because whichever one we're going to write, we're going
to want to make sure that it's narrowly tailored and that we have a fot of
the lustification for the ordinance like the Camden ordinance has in it. So
it's not going to be we gave an example of fike an Washlngton townshlp
ordinance in New Jersey whlch was like five lines. !úe're not goinq to write
you an ordinance fike that. One's not necessarily going to be more slmpÌe
than the other. And who's going to chaffenge it in court? I think, honestly,
the ffat-out prohibition has more of a chance of being challenged because it
doesn't give someone the opportunity to actuafly be open 24 hours. The risk
in having a process where someone can - a permitting process is sort of what
Doug was talking about, is what criteria are you golng to use for that, and
we need to make sure ln the future that it's applied equally across the
board. And that's not necessarily something about a challenqe to the draftinq
of the faw but actually the application of the law, if that makes sense.
O' KEEFE: ActuaÌly, it does make sense because as much as this city council
has kind of been here for a whiÌe, every two, three, four years, a new city
council comes on, and it's kind of - I think the application process ls a
little bit somewhat subjective to where - f don't know. I guess I'm just
leaning towards it's just a flat out -
SCHOENING: So my suggestion might be that we think of what those exemptlons
might be, and maybe the exemption is the way that you apply for the permit.
So in other words, there is the use of heafth and well being, the health and
weff belng of the community if it is decided that this organization shoufd be
aÌlowed to b,e open for 24 hours - or for extended hours. It doesn't even need
to be 24 hours. So someone wants to be open until- 2200 â,fr., and maybe they
want to be open up to 2:00, and we want to cfose them at 1:00, and they have
the opportunity to appJ-y for that permit based on the heafth and well being
of the community, and possibJ-y a 24-hour pharmacy would be the reason to do
that. So maybe if we can sort of loop that in. I guess what I'm trying to say
is I propose that we look at an ordinance that limits the amount of hours
that a Ìarge retaif or a large business can be open. Itm very. very concerned
about the noise ordinance because we've already qot one, and T think that
just needs to be updated. And T feel llke things like picking up garbage,
garbage trucks, bakeries by the way are open at 3:00 1n the morning. I am
frequently at my restaurant before 5:00 in the morning because I open early.
So there are good reasons to be in your business and to have your business be
open. We don't actuafly have one of those bakeries, but they are open very
early. So T feel fike if there is a reason which is - a reaf reason a
business coufd appfy for this permit, I think we shouÌd alfow 1t. Because
when I think that when you start talking prohibition is when you start
talking lawsuit. When you say you cannot operate your buslness because of - I
think that causes a lot of issues. But if we're saying because we're
concerned about the health - for both reasons. We're concerned about the
heafth and well being of the community. We want to keep our community safe.
The llght I thlnk is a good one. Peace is a good reason to say we want you to
be closed during these hours. But I thlnk that if you have a good reason for
being open/ like a 24-hour urgent care that might have a pharmacy attached
whj-ch cou-Id be zoned retai-L because of that, those are reasons that I think
someone should be abfe to apply.
MEYER: Did you have anything to add, Beth?
COOKE: I think you bring up some good points. Absolutely. Again, f think
we're looking at larger rather than smaller. I don't think that restaurants
are currently one of my big concerns. I think the police - what was then name
of the gentleman who - you had his name...
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MEYER: Oh, Chief Groth.
COOKE: When he spoke at the city council meetinq, he mentioned that in
particular that the number of calls at a Sharl's is not going to be
equivalent to that at a large retalf space. So I think that's - you brought
up the light polluti-on issue, and f've heard that from several of the
residents who lj-ve - surrounding some of the current pÌaces of business that
might be open later and the impact that that has on thelr lives
(indecipherabÌe).
MEYER: So with both of those comments in mind, one of the things that I
wouÌd Like to remind the committee is that in addition to making a
recommendation on ordinances, one of the things that we wiLl do in our
presentation to councif ls make sugqestions on items that have come up. So
for example, making a reconmendation to council about updating the noise
ordinance is something that we can certainly do, and we're not precluded from
making those recommendations. And so if we cofÌectively feel Iike that's
important, then we can certalnÌy incfude that ln our report to council. I
¡ust wanted to throw that in there. If f were lf you !"/ere to ask me, which
you are, which klnd of ordinance T feef 1s sensible in this case, I would
fean toward a prohibition ordinance. Because I think as I read through the
City of Camden's ordinance, lt addresses the very points upon which this
committee was created - to preserve, to continue to instifl the values of
this community, to support our small businesses, to continue to enhance the
vitaLity of Sherwood as a whole. So whife I heed the concern, Chad, and I
appreciate that, that would be my personal - that is my personal feeling.
BRUTON: So I think I would agree as long - I mean, I think we've already
agreed on an ordinance to regulate. Just reading the Camden ordinance, an
ordinance "to regulate the hours of restaurants, retail, food establishments,
retails sales, and personal service bus-iness." I would just ask that we
strlke restaurants from that. Though you did bring up the example of Stars,
and that is a concern as welJ-, but -
O'KEEFE: Coufd I ask this? If we went with this prohlbition and added
something in there like there may be exemptions subject to permit and
application process. Businesses may apply for an exemptlon through a permit
process. Is that something that's possibÌe?
JACOBS: AbsoluteÌy.
O'KEEEE: Vfould that be a good compromise?
COOKE: So we could keep restaurants in?
O'KEEEE: Yeah. And then they couÌd apply for - and then when they'd do that,
there wou-Id be a publ-ic comment, I'm sure.
SCHOENING: f have an existj-ng 24-hour restaurant. Are you telling me you're
going to chanqe their hours of operation?
O'KEEFE: No. They woufdn't - if they're grandfathered in flke that. If you
have an existing 24-hour restaurant right now, they don't have to apply.
Right ?

SCOTT:
I don't have any interest in restricting restaurant business, personalÌy -
restaurant hours of operation. And I a.Iso thrnk that maybe getting hung up a
tittfe bit on the lanquage 1n Camden maybe is a l-j-ttle bit premature, and we
shoufd just state plainly what it ls - what we're trying to do and then Iet
Chad and his team come - and if they start with Camden, qreat, but I think
we're maybe a littfe early to start golng through that language verbatim and
striking or whatever. To me, I think what I'm hearing peopÌe are most
interested in is speciflcaLÌy retail, not including restaurant, not incJ-uding
gas station - someone can correct me if they agree with any of this - not
lncludlnq restaurant, not incfuding qas station, not including convenience
stores, and then probabty only saying a certain size of retail. T think
that's not unanimous, but I think that's the consensus of what I'm hearlng
around here, and maybe thatfs where to start, Nancy, I know you want to say
something.
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BRUTON: Yeah, and it kind of actually fo-Lfows off of that, and I hope this
is okay. I just wanted to give a little discfaimer. I personally feel that
it's my fiduciary responsibility to qet caught up on the scope of work that
this committee has afready done before T get really get into the wealth of
information that I've been able to gather from our business communlty because
some of ì-t you may have already taÌked to. And wj-th that being said, I just
wanted to make a note that I think that in a fot of ways that this is
somewhat probÌematic. That we are looking at an ordinance that we don't yet
have a problem for, and it's klnd of the cart pulling the horse. I think that
this is deflnitety somethlng that - I belìeve in the quality of life. I don't
want litter in our community, and I care about our communlty, but I also
don't know if this is a current problem, and with our future retaif
businesses that it will be. And so I don't know if this is something that - I
think lt's something that we should continue to dlalogue about because I
absoÌutely think it's important that we look at the impact of this type of
ordinance or this type of regulation on the business communlty as a whole
lnto the future. But I keep having to step back and ask myself, "fs this
something that has to hit the Novemb,er baÌlot or is it something that we can
take more time with?" Make a reconmendation to council to say, "Let's explore
these ideas," but with a more wealth of information. And I say that because
right no\^¡ - we were handed a packet this evening, and f know we've been
tasked with let's make recommendations to council about potential ordinances
for the November balfot, but I still have in the back of my mind, maybe we
can make potential recommendations for things that we can fook at to increase
the quality of life here in Sherwood. But maybe this committee could look at
the option of saying, "It doesn't have to be a regu-Iation we can put on the
balfot now." It can be something that we consider into the future and take
more time doing it riqht and dolng it quality. I know that's probably not the
most popuÌar comment tonìght, but I feel fike right now, because of our
timing, we are looking at so many things, that we're not able to get a
quallty product.
MEYER: And lf f can speak to that point, Nancy, I think that - again, I
think we aÌl have so much to contribute to this conversation. The charge of
this committee is to represent the people of Sherwood. And in our work here
is to potent-iaIly establish reasonabÌe parameters that r¡/e can recommend to
council. And what council does with those parameters that we arrive at is
entirely up to council and peopÌe that comment. I would I suppose argue your
point if you were to caLegorize this an argument, but I think we have a
responsibiÌlty as residents is Sherwood to be proactlve and not reactive. T

think that if you wait until "that" happens whether that's criminal activity
or otherwise, T think it's an unfortunate thing for a community to do, to
wait. And I think that establishing basic parameters upon which we feel are
appropriate for residents within Sherwood is what we've been called and asked
to.
BELOV: Can I ask a questions? Nancy, do you live in Sherwood?
BRUTON: I do not. I am member who conducts business here.
BELOV: Okay. Because the Ìast conversation you and T had about the Wal-Mart
development in particular - it was interesting to me because you said it was
a tourlst attraction.
BRUTON: I actually did not say that, but I also don't befieve that fits
within the scope of this committees discussion.
BELOV: WeJ-Ì, T think it does because we're taÌking about things that will
benefit the community and the people that -live here. So if you're coming from
this from the perspective that you're going be helping the businesses, wefre
here to talk on behaff of the 1,800 peopÌe that expressed concerns, so that's
our primary focus.
BRUTON: f don't belj-eve everyone sittrng at this tabÌe is here to represent
1,800 people.
SCHOENING: f don't live here either.
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MEYER: And that's true. lrle are not here representing 11800 peopÌe. VrIe are
here representing the resldents of Sherwood. And a part of our functlon and a
part of our goal is to, again, and T keep coming back to this, to preserve
the character, preserve the feel of Sherwood, businesses and residents alike.
And how we do that is why we're here.
SCOTT: I feel flke we keep coming back to the same conversation, and we're
not really - of why we're here, and I thlnk we aff know why we're here, and
we can debate endlessly about it, but we're losing time, and we're not making
progress. And I think u-Itimately, we're talking about a 2A-hour ordinance,
and whether any one of us on here ls uftimateLy going to support what we come
up with doesn't really matter right now. Let's come up with the parameters
and then when we get further down - we can debate those parameters right now,
and we can horse trade say, well I think 12200 is better than 1:00, great.
Okay. Vühat do we all think? Okay. 1:00 is better, 12200 is better. And we can
get somewhere, and then at the end, when we get the ordinance back, we can
sây, "You know what? f can't vote to recommend that because ultimately where
it ended up is just too - not where T'm wiffing to go." Or "Hey I can
recommend this." I maybe don't even agree with 1t, but I think lt's a
reasonabfe enough thing to put to the 78,205 voters of this city and let them
decide. So T would realÌy 1lke to get back to - let's set those parameters
and worry about the legaÌ language later and worry about whether or not we
support the whole ldea of an hourLy timitatj-on fater. tr^le're talking about the
possibiJ-ity of doing one whether or not - and you may be sitting here saying,
"f'm not in support of any kind of hour l1mit at all. Period." Great. At
least undertake the conversation of saying if we were to do something like
this and put it on the baÌtot, which we are or potentially are, what woufd it
look fike? What was the most reasonable thing we can all come up with
together to recommend and then vote against it when we vote. So I want to
come back to what I started with a few minutes ago which is what do people
feef fike is the right parameters around this. And I think I mentioned, and
I'11 say it again. This wou.Id only incJ-ude retail. lrloul-d not restrict hours
of operation for restaurants. Woufd not restrict hours of operations for gas
stations or convenlence stores or pharmacies or a movie theater, and it would
only then affect retail which 1s deflned as somebody going ì-nto the stores
and buying somethlng and taklng it home...
O'KEEEE: Or drive throughs, right?
SCOTT: Drive through restaurant. Yeah. It's aff the same.
MEYER: Doug, can I interject and ask a question?
SCOTT: Yes.
MEYER: Okay. So let's focus on this.
SCOTT: So can we focus on that aspect and then get to some agreement?
COOKE: So actually, T kind of feel like we almost need to come to an
ag'reement that this is something we want to pursue before - because Nancy, it
does not sound as if this is an ordinance you would be willing to consider
even if we get it to the point where it's drafted. So I woufd like to make
sure we have - before we put the work in, I'd fove to make sure that we have
the votes that this is something we can agree on, at feast in concept, that
we're going to forward to city counci-I. The 24 hour -
OfKEEEE: Before we answer that, I think it's important to remember that
we're not declding something I thlnk our questlon to ourseÌves would be "Is
this somethrng that we can bring to the table and have the voters vote on."
BRUTON: Inlell and to take to councl.I .

COOKE: And that's what I said - to forward to councif.
BELOV: And we're just doing what they've asked us to do. Correct?
MEYER: I'm a huge proponent of movinq forward with some -Iimitations.
BELOV: And Doug, I like your parameters that you set. Perfect.
MEYER: And as it pertains to retaiÌ.
O'KEEtr'E: f would agree 100?. When you talk about - the reason I said drive
through is I just wanted to clarify restaurants that woufd be exempt, but I
like that 100%, and I'd be interested to - f don't know. I keep getting a
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feeling that we're close here and that we can go ahead. But let me know how
you fee1. Rachel?
SCHOENING: I am very concerned about how sweeplng this is. 24-hour retail, if
that's what we're sticklng with, I think that that's fair, and I think that
to Naomi's point, if that's what people's concerns are then I think that we
should fet them vote on 1t. I do have the resolution from the city council in
front of me, and lfve read 1t every day before we come to this meeting, and I
know lt doesn't say anything about one specific thing. It doesn't say because
of a certa-in reason. ft says it needs to happen. So that being said, I can go
with the 2L-hour retail. I am wondering how a pharmacy gets separated from
retail .

MEYER: And that's for Chad to figure as an exemption.
JACOBS: And we can do that. I guess one of my questions is - because you
said you want to exempt convenlence stores, and...
SCHOENING: That's retaif.
JACOBS: Yeah. The definition of retail, for the most part, Yoü know...
MEYER: So perhaps we look at square footage.
.TACOBS: So one of the things I think you want to articulate in havi-ng this
discuss-ion is the rationaf basis that you're relying upon to distinguish
between these types of things. So for exampJ-e, when you talk about a pharmacy
being open, you mentioned the heafth and welfare of the community and the
people who may need to go get diapers or get their prescrlption or whatever
else. So you've come up with a rationaf reason why that is okay. If youfre
talking about two retail stores, and you're going to say one is X size and
one is another size, and we're going to say if you're this bigr you can't be
open, but if you're this small, you can be, you want to be able to articulate
a reason why that's rationaf and what is the difference between the two that
is causing problems at the Ìarqer one versus the smaller one. And you've had
some of that discussion wlth the parking fot and things of that nature, but
then RacheÌ brought up the question about the small one that's part of an
overaff development that has a large parklng Ìot. So you want to be able to
articulate those types of reasons because thatfs where the chalfenge is golng
to come in from someone sulng the city.
SCHOENING: In speciflcs to just one - answering maybe one comment. My

husband is a bartender, and he works frequently untrl 1:00 or 2:00 in the
morning, and we have children. Frequently, he stops at stores and gets gas
and gets diapers and gets miÌk. So T just want to say to you that I do
belleve that peopfe need to buy thlngs at 3:00 ln the morning for various
reasons. I think that some of the men and h/omen that Larry work with might
get off in the mlddle of the nlqht and need to go home afso. So that being
said, there are valld reasons for needing to have a retail store in the
mlddfe of the night. So could we maybe say a store attached to a gas station
slnce we've determlned that gas statlons are okay? Can we do that Chad? Is
that something that can be written?
JACOBS: Yeah. lVe can, and f think you want to, again, be abfe to articulate
the dlfferences between the two. And one of the things f would afso encourage
you to think about is are we talking about a city-wide ban or are we talking
about bans that are within a certain distance of residential properties.
Because if you've got something that's not close to residentiaf properties at
all, do you reatly have that same rational basis that you're talklng about
for other types of things?
COOKE: I think when it comes to police coveraqe, as long as it's in city
boundaries, we're still talking about some of the same issues even if theyrre
not within 200 feet of resldential.
SCOTT: And the other thing then that kind of distinct-ion draws in for me is
competitive advantage. T'm really concerned about setting up any situation
where somebody has competitive advantage over somebody else on a somewhat
arbltrary basis.
MEYER: tr{elÌ, with that in mind, if the competitive issue is a concern, then
this ordinance makes even more sense. Because if you're talking about an even
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playing field, for fack of better words, then causing a restriction for hours
wouÌd create a better playing fiefd. So if we are lì.mlting hours of retail
operations - f think earlier Beth threw somethlng out along the Lines of 6:00
a.m. to 1:00 a.m., then retail businesses within Sherwood operating under
those hours - that to me 1s causing an opportunity for an even pÌaylng field
if large retaifers are open during those hours. So you can choose - at this
time, the best example T can think of is Afbertson's and Safeway, There ls
competition between the two. They have J-ike productsf and their hours are
quite similar.
SCOTT: And that's a great polnt because the Albertson's coufd be within Lhe
proximlty to a residential zone and the Safeway wouldn't be potentì.aÌIy or
vice versa dependlnq on where you drew that number, right? And so I would
hate to set up anything that woufd aflow one of them to be open and not the
other. I think that woufd just be not riqht.
MEYER: So how to fofks feel about 6:00 a.m. - 1:00 a.m.?
SCOTT: I reafly want to finish the other conversation before we move to
hours.
MEYER: Okay. Oh, so fike a size for example?
SCOTT: lVell, we were taÌking about size, or we were talklng about type of
buslnes s...
O'KEEEE: The specifics.
SCOTT: The specific type of businesses, and I'd real-ly like to see us come
to some - fet's put that one to bed and then move on to the next one, right?
The next component.
MEYER: I thought we talked about retail, big business.
SCOTT: Weff, retail is a very vague term.
MEYER: And that's why I felt like we were moving toward a size. Did I not
understand that correct-Iy?
O'KEEFE: I think Doug brought up some specifics that weren't - I mean, I
agree (indecipherab.Ie ) size .

SCOTT: I wasn't tafking about size, but if that's the direction the rest of
the group wants to move in.
O'KEEFE: Maybe you could repeat those specifics for us.
COOKE: Well, T think Chad also suggested that size was not necessarily the
best criteria, that possibly use.
JÀCOBS: tr{ell, it can be, but what I'm encouraginq you to do is think about
and articufate the different problems that a larger retaifer may cause that
would not exist with a smaller retailer. And articulate those reasons now or
as we consider thls ordinance in the future. Possibly talk to the police
chlef about additional crime that may occur at a larger retaller. Get lnfo
from the community about addj-tionaÌ noise or other types of things, examples
from Woodburn that may have occurred. Whatever type of record that you can
build to be able to distinguish why it is okay - why this smaller retailer is
not going cause the same problems as the larger retaifer. And if you're abfe
to do that, then we would have a much better opportunity to defend the
ordinance if lt's cha-Lfenged as opposed to just arbitrarily picklng some
criteria and saying we're going to say yes to these people and no to these
I/evì/f u .

MEYER: Yeah. And I thlnk that that's more than reasonabfe. Looking at a
couple of other local municipalitles, both the city of Bend and the city of
Hood River came together, and they did do some prohibition-type ordinances
that - T have bins, T happen to have blns in front of me, and they listed all
kinds of reasons why they felt like they needed to amend their nulsance
ordinance -in particu-Lar and then addressed some of the things I brought up
earfier: The Loitering in the parking lots and the car games and the
cruislng and the loiterlng, and even trespassing issues. f think the larger
footprlnt you have for a retaif facility, the qreater potential impact that
you're golng to have for people that are not supposed to be there. And in my
experlence, again, as a property manager of all types of property types,
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retaif facilities, large retail facilities, are absoluteÌy far more impacted
than some of the smaÌler facifities.
BELOV: And if the large retailer ls selling guns and afcohol and that sort
of thing, it could impact the crime within the area as wefl' right?
MEYER: Vrlell, I don't know that. But what I do know is, again, if you have a
larger facility, you have the potential for greater disturbance. And so
that's the basis upon which I would feeL Ìike a prohibition ordinance woufd
be sensible.
BRUTON: In]ell, and you just said something really i-nteresling to me because
Rachef had mentioned earlier that it may be tj-me for us to fook at the noise
ordinance again here in town, and I woufd be curious if expanding the noise
ordinance to something more like a nuisance ordinance that would include
things like lighting, loitering, litter.ing, and be a general reflection of
the people who are doing it and committing those acts rather than penalizing
maybe the lot of land that they're on whether it's business or residential
might be worth considering.
MEYER: But I think - I see your point, but I think that establishing as a
committee and making a recommendation as a coÍrmittee based on what we feel
are appropriate and reasonabfe business practices make sense. And so if we do
feel llke estabfishing hours Ìike some of our existlng retaifers have makes
sense for aff of these reasons, the additional congregatlng and afl of those
things, then I feef fike we're mov-ing toward some kind of an agreement.
SCOTT: So I feel l1ke we're getting back off track again. So I'm sensing two
options here. I thlnk we've coalesced around prohibition maybe, so that's
good. I'm sensing two optlons, though. One T'm hearing is fet's go after the
stze, and then there was the other idea that I proposed about let's talk
about types of businesses instead of sizes of business. And so maybe we

should kind of take a vote for lack of a better process of kind of getting
some idea of which one of those methods we want to pursue because, otherwise,
we're just goíng to keep talking about it and really not make any more
progress.
O'KEEtrlE: T wouÌd aqree to take a vote and either vote on types of businesses
or size, and we're going to go down one of those two roads' right?
MEYER: Vrlell, we don't have to take an official vote.
O'KEEEIE: No. But I mean informal vote just so that we can stay on track here
for the next 45 minutes.
MEYER: Okay. I'm going to start on this side since I started on that side
fast time. Do you want met to sklp you and come back to you? Okay, Beth.
COOKE: I think I'd probably feel more comfortabfe with type of businesses at
this point. So general category with the option for - I know we've discussed
before, some variant - like a conditionaf use on a temporary basis.
O¡KEEFE: Structured permit process.
SCOTT: For holiday and...
MEYER: Okay. Doug.
SCOTT: Oh, I think T'm clear. I'm afso on the type route with temporary
hollday hours type of things or movie premiers, video game launches, those
kind of things.
BRUTON: Yeah, f was leaning towards types, too- Aft those video game
premiers.
O'KEEFE: Oh, yeah. Movie premiers. I forgot about that. Yes, type.
MEYER: Okay. Naomi.
BELOV: Let me just be clear about what we're voting on here. So we're voting
on - because I thought we were going to be voting on the size of the buildlng
or-?
MEYER: Well, that's the question is whether or not we'd like to see an
ordinance drafted to begin with a type of use or a size of a buifdì-ng.
BELOV: I would go with size. Yeah.
MEYER: Back to you, Rachel. I feel like l'm in a game show.
SCHOENING: I need take a litt-Le blt longer to process sometimes. Type most
definitefy because, again, I keep thinking of reasons why smafl businesses
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and large buslnesses mlght want to be open. Franz Bakery, for instance, might
have a retail store. I can just - I keep thinking of reasons why a retailer
woufd have a good reason to be open during those hours, and it makes sense to
me,
O'KEEFE: And I agree because - let's take Franz for an exampÌe. Those guys
show up at 3:00-4:00 in the morning, right? They have a retail center. Maybe
they want to open up at 5:00 in the mornlng. Under whatever proposal that
we're thinking about going down, they could ask for a variance or a permit
exemption process to where they could just change their hours to 5:00. The
same with Vúalgreens because it woufd be a health and wel-lness.
SCOTT: T beÌieve we had earfier...
MEYER: Can T ask Chad a quick question before you finish that? A thought I
don'L want to forget.
SCOTT: Yes.
MEYER: Basically, what I'm hearing ls that we've got some consensus on
perhaps type. Now what makes sense in terms of our discussion for you. We

need to be abfe to give you some direction, and I want to be abfe to do that
clearly, efficiently, and effectively.
'JACOBS: I would suggest that you next sort of go through the list that Doug
had and say are those the types of establishments that you want to include or
exclude withj-n the prohibltion.
MEYER: Okay. So fet's do that before we get on to next topic. Is that fair?
Okay. So feel free to chime in. Let's tal-k about the type we would like to
exclude first.
O' KEEFE: I think Doug probabÌy has them on the tlp of his tongue that he can
rattle off.
SCOTT: They're 1n my brain somewhere. So maybe just do lt one at a time. So
the first one, and I agree that we should talk about types of businesses -
weÌÌ, first of all, we're onÌy talking about commercial, right? We're alÌ in
agreement.
MEYER: Retail.
SCOTT: We're not talking about industrial or anything like that?
MEYER: No. !rle're just on retail.
COOKE: Do we want to say retail sales and personal services?
SCOTT: Yeah, there's been some good definitions in some of these other - and
I don't even know if lt was in tonight's packet, but other packets that had a
realÌy good definition of retall like you receive goods in buÌk, and you sell
them in lesser buÌk, and there are some things out there f've seen that maybe
wou-Id capture what we're getting at, and I think you know what that is,
right? So the flrst one I would like to exempt would be any type of
restaurant, bar, eating establishment llke that,
COOKE: But if we write it for specifically for retail and personal services
then we wouldn't have to do that.
SCOTT: Okay. As J-ong as it's clear that those are exempted, and we're afl in
agreement with exempting those? Yes? No?
MEYER: Ifm okay with that.
O'KEEFE: I'm in agreement.
BELOV: I have a question. Because the new development, doesn't rt have 18
additional shops? So you might have the big lr/al-Mart anchor store, so that
would be cfosed, and the restaurants next to it could potentially be open?
SCOTT: There's certainfy - I think there's a drive-through pad already in
there, and there's also a bank one that could be a second drive-through pad.
So presumabÌe those could be open whlfe the rest of the deveJ-opment was
cfosed. There's also a restaurant pad as welf for a sit-down style
restaurant. Presumabfy that, and if this was ordinance that we drafted, would
also be allowed to be open similar to Shari's. And then if the other shops,
tiny shops incÌuded, were restaurants, I suppose they could be open just like
McMenamlns or the other bars.
BELOV: I'm not sure lt's go-ing to be addressing our concern for safety,
public safety, is Ìike a whole huge portion of the development is aÌfowed to
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be open, and the police still need to monitor and to patrol it, if our whofe
goal is public safety.
SCOTT: And that's a great point. f mean, it's something we have already,
right? The other shopping centers in town have restaurants in them where the
main big anchor tenant cfoses and those bars and restaurants are open welÌ
past the time that those anchor tenants are closed.
BELOV: But wj-th our current budget, our current staffing, and the police
department, we're Ìooklng at what works now. lrJe don't know if our budget is
going to increase. So I thlnk we need to work with what we have now.
SCOTT: So you would want then restaurants and bars and everything to not be
abfe to be open past the same time limit that we're talking about setting.
BELOV: I guess that's why f was leaning towards the footage rather than the
type because I think it gets realÌy Lrtcky, and there's so many exceptions.
COOKE: I would say I agree, but at the same time, I think sometlmes when
we're trying to - again, we're trying to draft something for the voters,
trying to draft legislation. At some point. we're going to have to be abfe to
go wlth a good. We're not necessariÌy going to be able to get to every single
aspect that we would like to make sure we cover, but I think we're going to
have to take, especially even the time llne, the good and go with it.
SCOTT: Yeah, and to further that point, if the prohibition prohibited the
anchor tenant from being open all through the night, afso the Iikelihood,
just lookinq around at any strip mall-type of establishment, the smaller
substores being open aÌl night is afmost unheard of in most pÌaces. Does lt
ever happen? Probably. But it's very, very unlikely. But the bulk of your
traffic in that development 1s going to be the anchor tenant. So if there's a
couple of restaurants or bars in there that are open, is that really f
mean, have we eliminated B0% of the concern already, right?
MEYER: So would it Oh, T'm sorry, Larry. Go ahead.
O'KEEFE: Just to add to that, and I'm thinking about the shopping centers in
Sherwood that are open right now, the McMenamins over at Albertson's.
Albertson's c.Ioses, McMenamins stays open. The dry c-Ieaners close, the
dentist place cfose, the tae kwon do pÌace closes, the Ìiquor store over on
Safari Sam's there - Safarl Sam's cfosed. I think, what it is, McKenzie Pub
stays open, Shari's stays open. So it's aÌf a part of if the anchor place
cÌoses, the customer base won't be there for them to stay open,
COOKE: It does dramatically reduce the traffic base.
MEYER: So it sounds fike we're in agreement that the type that we're talking
about in this instance is for the retaif sale of goods and services. Am I
hearing that correctly? Okay. So we have agreement generalÌy? Yes? Yes I

SCOTT: Yeah, so that brings lnto the gas station/convenience store questlon
though. That was another one on the fist. Because a convenience at a gas
station would be selfinq retail goods.
O'KEEFE: As long as it's a convenlence store that's attached to a gas
station. Vrleren't you guys saying that?
SCOTT: (Indecipherable) where we can get.
JACOBS: I think what may make the most sense is if you let us go back and
draft something for you. And what I'm thlnking just off the top of my head ls
a fot of ways you distlnguish this is between the percentage of sales of
what's going on. So if a gas station - their primary business is selling gas,
and the percentage of sales is going to be mostly gas, and the reta1l aspect
ls a secondary aspect of this.
SCOTT: A primary purpose.
MEYER: It's an ancillary use.
JACOBS: trxactly. Whereas if you've go
SCOTT: That could cover the movie theater, too, potentially.
JACOBS: ...a large buslness that has a little restaurant attached to it. ftf s
a large retail business that has a snack bar. They're not going to fit wlthin
the restaurant exception because that's not the overall percentage of their
sales.
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COOKE: vüell/ and that woufd afso - like a Walgreens, the pharmacy - a 24-
hour pharmacy is going to have a much bigger impact on their sales than on a
larger footprint retail space.
MEYER: AbsoÌute-Ly. So I feeÌ like, for the sake of progress, w€'ve come to a
general agreement that we are looking at specifically, in terms of type, for
the retail sale of goods and servlces. And Chad wifl, of course, draft
language based on the discussion that we just had. Now that we have a type,
fet's tafk hours.
SCOTT: Do we talk about any exceptions to that type that shoufd not be
prohibited?
MEYER: Chad, based on our discussion, do you feef like you have a qood idea?
SCOTT: The pharmacy's been discussed, and so, f'm curious. Are we al1 in
agreement we'd like to not appfy this prohibition to pharmacy? Yes?
COOKE: I'd like to suggest that we use the Camden law for a basis for the
purposes of residents health and safety. That woufd cover gasoline,
prescription/nonprescription medications, and drug stores, and pharmacies -
and you said you could draft something regarding percentages if everyone
agrees to them?
O'KEEFE: T wouÌd agree, and I would think that you have enouqh to work on to
come up with a draft, and we can work on changing little stuff later and
maybe go to move on to hours.
MEYER: Great.
SCOTT: Vúhat about the movle theater?
I'fEYER: Vüell, that's - again, theyrre retail sales are an ancillary use to
their...
SCOTI: But it's good and services. They're seÌling tickets. Tt's a service.
SCOTT: Can we all agree that we want to exclude it and let Chad figure out
(indecipherabfe) .

SCHOENING: VrIe coufd exclude theater, because I was thinking of the new
community center for lnstance. Vrle could exclude theater. Is there anyone that
have a problem with excludlng the theater?
BRUTON: Would ice skating rink falf into thal or other potential recreat,ion
(lndecipherabfe) .

SCHOENING: No. And f don't think they're open past the hours that we're
going to tafk about. Let's get to the hours and figure that out.
,JACOBS: So can I just clarify because I heard Beth earlier say, "Personal
services and retai1," but then the conversation totally switched to retaiL.
So I thought you were just focused on retalÌ. Are you including personal
services as well now or is it strictly just reta11?
COOKE: I guess f'd like to see personal services. Those types of buslnesses
aÌso are not normally open 24 hours unless they're - if you go 82"d ln
Portfand is what I'm thinking of.
O'KEEEE: l' d like to get my hair cut in the mlddfe of the night.
COOKE: There are boutiques that cater in there because retail/personal
service. I'd like to protect against that.
MEYER: Yeah. And I think alonq those llnes, I mean, with any exemption,
there would certainly be an opportunity, I woufd think, and Chad please chime
in here, but I would think there woufd be an opportunity for a request for
review of...
JACOBS: A request for review?
MEYER: Of applications coming in. I don't know.
COOKE: So under the Camden, it defines personal services involved with the
care of person of his or her goods or apparef incfuding but not fimited
laundering, shoe repair, hair and body care, tailoring, travef agents, spasf
tanning safons, and nutrition weiqht loss centers.
MEYER: That seems reasonable.
SCOTT: I think it's a nonissue, but I think including it in the prohibition
is flne.
O/ KEEI"E: I do too.
MEYER: Okay, !r/e11, for these purposes, Ìet's then include personal services.
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O'KEEEE: Okay.
MEYER: Let's move on to hours. Vr]ell , It IL start. Beth threw out hours. I'm
going to throw them back out. 6:00 a.m. to 1:00 a.m.
SCOTT: I think 6:00 a.m. is not early enough. I think it needs to be 5:00.
MEYER: For personal goods.
SCOTT: Yeah.
MEYER: Okay. I'm just asking.
SCOTT: Sorry, Nancy, You were going to speak?
BRUTON: Oh, no. I'm good.
BELOV: I think the hours are so it woufd closed 1:00-6:00? That's fine.
MEYER: So, yeah.
O'KEEFE: I would tend to agree with Douq. I think 5:00 with the vast - as T

understand it, there's like 80-85% of the Sherwood residents commute. I woufd
think 1:00 a.m. to 5:00 as a closure time woufd be plenty.
SCOTT: A lot of people like to get coffee in the morning. We have several
coffee stands, coffee shops. My wife, when she was working, worked ear1y. She
feft the home at 5:00. She would get coffee every day. Tt's anecdotal, but I
know she's not the onÌy one. There's a lot of people that start work at 6:00
or'7:00 and have a long commute, and 6:00 a.m, just does not seem early
enough for me. I thlnk 5:00 a.m. works, and I think most of your problems
hours are going to faff before 4:00 a.m. anyways. So I still think there's
gap there that accomplishing the goal without overly penalizing businesses
or peopÌe in town who want to get thelr donuts in the morning or their
coffee.
COOKE: Given that we're excluding restaurants and retail food establlshments
from this, I think 6:00 a.m. to 1:00 a.m. is where I feel comfortable.
BRUTON: Yeah, I r{as just going to say that I feel like coffee shops and
bakeries should faff within the category of restaurants.
MEYER: Yeah, T woufd tend to agree with Beth and Naomi on - I think 6:00
a.m. to 1:00 a.m. is reasonabÌe.
O'KEEEE: So I'm trylng to think here because I guess I was mistaken. The
coffee shop, the gas station, a convenience store, those are all exempt. So
is there anything that you guys think needs to be open at 5:00 other than
maybe a bakery?
SCOTT: But that would be potentially a restaurant again.
BELOV: I think it would heÌp keep noise down, too, for residents that live
right there.
MEYER: And that's what I was thinking, too.
BRUTON: I think that it is fair to open a grocery store at 5:00 a.m. ft's
not uncommon in other areas. I can tell you that I stop at the grocery store
in my nelghborhood at 5:00 a.m. pretty often, and there's a fot of people who
head to work - with 85% of your coÍrmuters leaving Sherwood, a l-ot of them are
havlng to dr-ive a ways and may need to buy their services. VrIe would rather
them by focal and where they're going.
COOKE: Again, I'm very concerned again - f commuted from near McMinnvilÌe to
Portland for five years, and f've commuted, since living here, ftve been
commuting. Again, f'm concerned about the impact on nelghborinq homes to
developments that - as much as I would love to be able to pick up the goods
that I need for my event that I might be headed to, and befieve me, I have
time and time again stopped in King City because that was open - there wasn't
anythinq eÌse open before I got to that point. T would be concerned about the
impact on residents nearby lf we extend to 5:00 a.m. instead of 6:00 a.m. And
we have an estab-Ilshed business here that's currently open at that hour, so I
think that's a good threshold to start wlth.
MEYER: RacheÌ, âûy thoughts on this? You can say no.
SCHOENING: I mean, I don't fike limiting hours of businesses at afl. That
being said, Home Depot is open at 6:00 a.m. lrle already have businesses that
are - it seems as though, I don't know what time every business opens in
town, every retalf operation. I don't know if any of you do, but I don't, It
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seems as though the consensus is that majority of them open at 6:00 a.m. I
have a problem limiting hours at alf for business, but I'm not the consensus.
MEYER: Yeah.
SCOTT: Shoufd we - show of hands between 5:00 and 6:00?
MEYER: Yeah.
SCOTT: T don't think there's any other afternative. Those are the only two
I've heard discussed.
MEYER: That we've thrown out at -Ieast.
O'KEEFE: T would change mine to 6:00. f'm okay with that. The way
everything's written, if there was some sort of bus-iness that we're
forgetting, they could apply for an extension.
SCOTT: Let me cfarify that. T beÌieve we've taken the appÌication process off
the tabfe because we're going down the prohlbition route.
MEYER: Yes. Yes. And I'm sorry if I confused you.
COOKE: But I befleve we were going to keep a condj-tionaf use for holidays.
SCOTT: Like a temporary use.
COOKE: Right. For holiday hours and those types of things.
BRUTON: My preference would be 5:00.
MEYER: Okay.
SCOTT: M.ine wouLd also stilf be 5:00.
MEYER: I'm sticking with 6:00
COOKE: 6:00
SCHOENING:5:00
BELOV: 6: 00
SCOTT: f thlnk that's three for each.
MEYER: That's four. There's seven of us.
Female: Larry hasn't voted.
O' KEEEE: I haven't voted yet.
MEYER: Oh, I thought you said - f'm sorry.
O'KEEEE: I was thinking - I didn't realize so many peopÌe were in the 5:00.
You know, it ls not uncommon for me to stand out at Safeway waiting for them
to open at 6:00. I would go 5:00 - 1:00 in the morning to 5:00 for cÌose.
SCOTT: Let's just stlck with one time (indecipherable).
O'KEEI'E: Sorry. 5:00 a.m. We afready discussed 1:00, right?
SCOTI: No, we haven't.
MEYER: Okay, so for this - so Chad can start drafting language. Let's throw
5:00 a.m. ln for now, and we can revisit when we have the draft language. And
that way we can all sit on thls, thlnk about this, and at the tlme that we
have the draft languaqe in front of us, we could potentlally make a
modification. T mean, for heaven's sake, we can spl1t in the middle and call
it 5:30 for now.
BELOV: We can also invite residents in who live near there and say, "How do
you feel?" "lVould it make a difference to you?"
MEYER: Yeah. At the next meeting or at one of our next meetings, when we're
looking at this draft -Ianguage, we wiÌf again have an opportunity for public
comment. And it woufd be for anyone that's fistening to this or here.
Encouraqe folks to tefl us what's important, please. Because this is the
language that we'-lf be recommending to council which will potentially be
voted on. So these are the things that, again, we are focuslng on for the
City of Sherwood. So in an effort to just move forward, fet's say 5:30. Let's
split the difference.
O'KEEE"E: One more thing. Sorry. If you're using the Camden draft, wouldnft
that 200 feet within a residential...
SCOTT: I believe we are not considering any area of limitation at all. This
is (indecipherabÌe) at this point.
MEYER: Yeah. Okay. And what about closing hours? I feeÌ Llke 1:00 a.m. is
really reasonable for retaif goods and services.
BRUTON: And I wanted to throw out that T thlnk that 2:00 would be more
Ìikely when you consider that you have a lot of service lndustry workers and
those on swing shifts that get off around 2:00. And so that would be when
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that late-night need would be needed lf those doors were to want to be open
to that time.
MEYER: Like what?
BRUTON: Like if you need diapers at the end of the night, or if you get off
your shift as a nurse or lf you work in the service industry at McMenamins or
McKenzle's and getting off and grabblng food for the next day. So that's my
preference would be a little bit later.
MEYER: Okay.
COOKE: I would not - I mean, 1:00 seems very reasonable, and I mean,
frankly, as a mom of three krds who has worked full tlme, I've actually not
had to do - I mean, I've gone at 10:00, granted, to the grocery store. Arrd
I've worked swing - f've gotten off 11:00/72:00 myseÌf, and I still think we
can't manage the livability for a very, very, very smalf need and have the
larqer impact on residents be as great as j-t woufd be to have that business
open year round.
BELOV: Exactly. Just the cars, the traffic, the noise. There are a fot of
people that live within 1,000 feet - I mean 100s, maybe 1,000s. So we need to
think of afÌ of them. I've gone door to door and spoken with these people, so
I know what their concerns are, and noise is huge.
MEYER: I've known you long enough, Larry, in this last week to know you've
qot somethlng to say.
O'KEEtr'E: I'm thinking for me 1:00 is perfectly fine because it colncides
wlth end of afcohof safes. And the more coÍrmon thing - I think that's just a
reasonable hour.
MEYER: I agree with you.
COOKE: Can I also point out that you were talklng about leaving gas statlons
open and some of the conveni-ence marts that are adjacent - they sell milk,
they sell diapers. So those desperate need items wlll stiff be available.
hJe're taÌking about keeplng pharmacies open. Vfe're not shuttlng out those
personal heafth and safety needs. But when it's a convenlence to a consumer
to say, "You know, I'm going to do all of my grocery shopping aL 2:00 in the
morningr" I'm golng to ask that we consider the residents needs as weff.
SCOTT: This may shock some people, but T actually came in here thinkinq
mldnight. So apparently I'm at the opposite end of the spectrum on this one
than most people.
MEYER: Actually, to be honest, f was at midnight myself, but 1:00 a.m. ls
reasonable.
SCOTT: But having heard the testimony here, 1:00 a.m. seems reasonabfe to me.
BRUTON: I think, yes, with difference, 1:00 a.m. would be good for draft
language.
MEYER: Great. Two aqreed upon points. This is great. Now where do we want to
go from here?
O'KEEEIE: Are we done with the minutes?
SCOTT: We're done wlth the hours, aren't we?
MEYER: h]ef re done with the hours.
SCOTT: !úe're done with the hours. We have something. All right. That means we
don't have to meet Monday. Sorry.
COOKE: Do you need any additionaÌ information from us to start the
ordinance, Chad?
,JACOBS: No. T thlnk we can put somethinq together for you based on this.
MEYER: So that's fantastic. Thank you, a1L of us, for reasonable
conversation. Wetre not always going to aqree, and we're not always going to
have consensus, and I think that that's good, and f think that that's fair,
and T think that that's necessary to come up with some recommendations
because ultimately, again, we are a not a declsion making body. So, Tom,
before he feft the meeting, asked me to take a few moments to talk with the
committee specifi-cally on the work that Chad's office 1s doing now and to
provide some specific drrection in terms of prlority in terms of ordinances
and deadfine for lnformation from your offlce so that we can realÌy
successfully review language that can be submitted to council. So we have
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four ordinances on the table at this polnt. One ì-s regardlng hours. One is
regarding - we'll just caÌÌ them parklng .issues related to RVs, motor homes,
otherwlse. The other is hazardous materia-Ls, and f actually just mlsspoke
because pesticides is off our table. So hazardous materia-Ls is the other.
SCOTT: There's actually two. Camping and dilapidated vehicles are separate.
MEYER: Oh, so - okay. Oh, because - you're right. !rle're gorng to amend the
nuisance.
BELOV: Separate. So there's five, right?
SCOTT: It's be employee rights, employee benefits.
MEYER: Oh, thank you.
SCOIT: And that, we actually - obviously, until we have that executive
sesslon, we can't realLy proceed much on that.
MEYER: We're waiting for more. Okay so because we don't have the information
on that, let's just quickly talk about priorlty work for Chad's office. Tf I
were to puL these issues in order, the hours would be number one for me.
Parking issues would probably be second, and I hate putting hazardous
materiafs third because it is rather important, but in this regard, third.
And diÌapidated vehicles - again, I think that wll1 be pretty quick for your
office given this is a modlfication to nuisance. So that would be fourth for
me.
SCOTT: I woufd put camping fj-rst; dilapidated vehicles, second,' hours,
thrrd; and hazardous materials, fourth.
BELOV: So I'm sorry. I'm confused. VtIhy are the employee rights not part of
your list?
MEYER: It's not that it's not important, but we don't have - Oh, I see.
That's a good point because rrght now we're stiÌl waitlng on information is
why I didn't incfude it on my list. Am T not thinking this through?
O'KEEFE: f wouÌd agree with you. I don't think it's definitely been decided
that we can actualÌy do something with that.
SCOTT: T guess I'd ask, what is the question exactly that Tom is looking
for ?

MEYER: The question that Tom is hoplnq that we - the question is, "Provide
some cfear direction to Chad's office of our priorlty work, priority
ordinance language," so that they know a deadfine that we're working toward.
So we know, for example, by next Thursday, we want information from Chad's
office - or by Monday, excuse me, we want information from Chad's office.
,JACOBS: So T didn't really talk to Tom about this in much detail. He just
mentloned it to me quickly, but I think the point is is that if we only have
a certain amount of time, and there's aÌways lssues wlth drafting, as youfve
seen tonight, qoing back and forth about what you're qoing to do and not do.
And when we come back, we may say, "Okay, here's a first draft, but here are
some other things that you need to decide, " and you only have a limited
amount of time. So if we're going to fook at the resources that you have
including our office, what is the priority that you want to focus on in case
something has to fafl off the tabÌe. T'm not saying that something wilÌ, and
it's my intent at feast to get you three, if not four, of these ordinances
next week to begin to look at. But it doesn't mean that they're going to
eventualfy get to a forum that's going to be flnalized for the councif. So l
think what Tom's hoping ls that you guys as a group can say, if somethlng has
to fafl off this list, this is the order we want you to work on. So lf
something happens and I run out of time, T'm golng to make sure that I get
you¿ you know, the hours ordinance first. That's the one T'm going to
complete first before f move on to the dilapidated vehicfes, or whatever the
case might be. I think that was the direction Tom was hoping that you can
provide us so we know where to focus our energies.
BELOV: Those letters to the councll are afl about - the heading of it was
the flving wage. So I think that reafly needs to be our priority.
MEYER: The wage issue has been entirely taken off the table.
BELOV: Yeah, but I think we need to pr-ioritize it. Like whether itfs the
schedufing aspect of it or...
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SCOTT: Yeah. I thlnk the terminology is the lssue.
MEYER: Right. Right. T see.
COOKE: T think employee benefits - that would be the key even though we
don't have - we're just setting a priority fist knowinq we are still waiting
for materiafs.
JÀCOBS: So on Thursday, you'11 have informatlon about that within executive
session, and then you can determine at that point in time, I think...
SCOTT: !üe can reprioritize.
.IACOBS: Reprioritlze based on what you can and can't do, and T haven't been
a part of that research or those discussions, so f really can't tell you what
you're going to be able to do. But in the meantime, what I'm going to focus
on and maybe get some other people in our office to focus on are these four
ordinances. And if we're going to be able to pull our Lesources and get them
aff done, which T'm hopeful we can at least get a first draft to you, then
maybe this is sort of a moot conversation. But worse-case scenario, I think
getting some quidance from you as a group about saying, "Here's what these
four - what our priority fist is," would be helpful.
COOKE: Okay. I think next on my tist would be the 24 hour because, aqain, I
think it impacts the livability so much. DefiniteÌy, then the camping would
be my third because, again, that's something that - again, poÌlce services -
we know they would need to be monitoring that more closely.
SCOTT: tr{hat was your first?
COOKE: So employee benefits wou-Id be number one...
SCOTT: So we are putting that on the list.
COOKE: ...and then 24 hour and then the camping ban. Those woufd probably be,
in that order, my top three.
I'ÍAYOR: Can I make a quick comment? On the dismantled vehicle one, we need
to talk to the polì-ce department because there is State ORS that deal-s with
junk vehlcles on property. So you can have lt as a priority, but I think we
could talk to the city manaqer about having the police chief write the
ordinance or deve-Lop the ordinance.
MEYER: Okay. Thanks, Mayor Middleton. Oh, yeah. For those of you that
couldn't hear Mayor Mlddleton, he suggested that an ordj.nance reLated to
dilapidated vehicles could potentially be drafted by the poÌice chief. So if
we so choosef as a committee, to put that lower on our list, that coufd
absofutely still be a consideration for the police.
BRUTON: Appreciate that. Thank you. Just a point of clarification. Employee
benefits is already beinq looked at, but we don't need to prioritize it on
thls list. Correct?
MEYER: I think that we do, and that was my mistake.
BRUTON: Okay.
MEYER: So we do have five issues under consideration. And so I feef frke
perhaps T will - and my apologies.
SCOTT: Could I make a quick...
MEYER: Yeah.
SCOTT: ... a quick recommendatlon, maybe. Given what we just heard from Mayor
Middleton and kind of dovetailing that ln with the conversation we had
earlier about the noise ordinance, and that there's some existing body of law
around both of those issues already, whether 1t's state or local or a
combination of both, that maybe we should - instead of trying to draft a
dilapidated vehlcle ordinance for the voters to vote on in November, maybe
that should just become part of our packet of recommendations to the councif
to pursue fater.
BELOV: I woufd agree. That's a great idea.
COOKE: f would agree.
MEYER: RacheÌ.
SCHOENING: f wouÌd like to apo-Logize for Chad for wasting your time working
on the ordinance that we asked you to work on.
SCOTT: f don't think it'd a waste.
SCHOENING: He's already done it.
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SCOTT: Because lt couÌd still be...
SCHOENING: He's already done it.
JACOBS: It's more than fine with me. Trust me.
FEI'ÍAI,E: Vfe'fl stiff take what you worked on.
O'KEEFE: So I think - I just want to glve you my - now that these employee
benefits are back on our priority Ìist - for back of a better word, I'm just
caÌling them employee benefits.
MEYER: Sure.
O'KEEEE: All rrght. That would be my first priorlty. 2) Hours of closure. 3)
Parking issues. The dilapidated vehj-cfes just got crossed off, and as much as
- and, again, I speak as a resident, not anybody who works for a particular
emergency ag'ency, I think our focus on hazardous materials was the ability
for cities to have a rapid response, and there is a local fire department or
fire distrlct that I know that has a hazardous materials response team, and
that's what they do, and they're trained in that. And they're not just in our
area, but they're statewide, and they're inner agencies throuqh Portland and
other -
MEYER: So that's lower on your fist?
O'KEEI'E: It's definitely last on my fist because I know that any emergency
responding team is gorng to respond in a tlmely manner and make sure things
get done quickly.
MEYER: Okay. Let's just go around the tabfe. f have your numbers. So Naomi,
1et's go wì-th...
BELOV: I would agree with everything Larry just said except - so we're sure
that pesticides are completely out of the debate.
MEYER: There's a preemption regarding pesticides. Nancy?
BRUTON: I'm golng to need to take a pass for a second.
MEYER: Okay. No worries. Doug, can you just...
SCOTT: Yeah. And T'Ìl qualify this just because I want to. Ird still say
campinq for me is number one. I'd put hours of operation, number two. I'm
going to move hazardous down the fist more because I also think it's an area
that's already wefÌ covered by state and federal regulation, and Ifm not sure
that we're actuafly adding a ton of benefit ln that area. And so then I guess
third, but default then would be the employee benefits. And it's not that T

think those things are less important than camping and hours of operations.
Itfs that I thlnk that it's an extremely complicated body of law, federal,
state, and I thlnk trying to address that in two weeks on this committee at
the local fevef is untenable, and that's just my personal opinion.
MEYER: Okay. My vote woufd be employee benefits, number one; hours, two,'
parking, three,' and hazardous materials and dilapidated vehicfes as four and
five in that order. Beth?
COOKE: The employee beneflts, number one; 24 hour, number two; camping and
parking, number three.
SCHOENING: I'm going to be difficuÌt. Tt's the theme of the evening for me.
T wouÌd prefer not to put any in order until we hear back regarding what can
be done after the ERISA conversation.
MEYER: Okay. Vfell, glwen that we have a majority in favor of just - we do,
but...
BRUTON: Yeah, sorry. I was needing to think based on the hazardous materials
conversation. My order wou-Ld be 1) Camping, 2) Hazardous materiafs, but I
will qualify that with the fact that I personally do not think that we're in
the position right now where we shoufd be looking at hours of operation for
these businesses, and then 4) trmployee benefits because f think that any
conversation that wouÌd incfude BOLI would take a lot longer than we shoufd
be getting ourselves right now.
MEYER: So what's three?
BRUTON: Yes. Tt was 1) Camping. 2) Hazardous materiafs, 3)Hours of
operation, 4) Employee benefits.
MEYER: Okay. So, Chad, you got afl that. T think employee benefits, hours,
and the parking lssues are our top three priorities.
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JACOBS: Okay.
MEYER: So, Okay. Do you need anything else from us this evening?
,IACOBS: No.So just to clarify, dì-Ìapidated vehicÌes is taken off, and it's
just going to be a recommendation to the councif for future work. So we are
really focused on drafting you three ordinances: Hour, overnight
camping/parking, and hazardous materials, and then we w11l have the employee
benefits conversation on Thursday, and depending on the resufts of that,
maybe drop the additionaf ordinances from there.
SCOTT: Can I just touch base on the dilapidated vehicles? Whatever work has
already been done, T think we'd f ike to see ì-f possibJ-e.
JACOBS: It's minimal. T have basically just looked at a couple other
jurisdictions and pulled therr nuisance codes with difapidated vehicles.
SCOTT: And that coufd be preserved and forwarded to the councif as well?
JACOBS: Yes.
COOKE: And Larry had afso mentioned, regarding hazardous materials, that lt
may also be a recommendation or we have
O' KEEFE: f woufd recommend to you guys that we make a recommendation to the
city council to look into that. And it doesn't necessarily have to be an
ordinance that we need drafted.
SCHOENING: Tt wasn't my understandlng that we - f think we understand the
ordinance that we sent differently because I don't think it was about
response. I think it was about communication of and use of and storage of
which f a.Iso think has to do with employee and worker rights. So I thought
that it was fess about getting someone to respond to the mess but not having
one in the first place. And if there was known actlvity that might not have
resuLted ln an emergency, it would give the city an opportunity to act.
That's what I thought we were talking about.
JACOBS: It was my understanding, just what's been reported to me, is that
you guys want to use the Eugene ordinance as a basis.
MEYER: Correct.
JACOBS: And that's what we were going to do and just update that and make
sure that it was leqally sound at this poì-nt.
MEYER: That was the directlon that we did tell your office.
SCHOENING: So I g'uess I'm saying I would not -Like to scrap it yet.
MEYER: I would not either, And just based on extensive conversation that we

had, I fee-l like it's important that we do have that language back.
BRUTON: And not having been here on Friday, I wasn't sure what - if it was a
response. And I do agree that we have resources in place state wide. But if
it's something regarding storage, then - yeah.
BELOV: I have a question regardlng upcoming meeting because f know that a
lot of us have things that will conflict. So can we call in and then vote?
MEYER: That's a questj-on for Chad.
JACOBS: Yes. You can participate j-n a meeting by telephone or video
conference, whatever the case might be. You just can't have a proxy vote.
BRUTON: May I add, I actually asked that question prior to this group
joining together, and I was told that that was not the case from city staff.
MEYER: Which part?
BRUTON: That you could conference in.
MEYER: Oh.
COOKE: VleÌf, and we were going to try to do that on Friday, and I wasn't
able to do that.
MURPHY: It's not a matter that legally that we cannot , |l's the matter of
the equipment that we have allowing that. So basically, how our system works
is we have to call you, you cannot call in, and the number of phone numhrers
that we can ca-lf out to, I belleve, is restricted. T don't know how many we
can cal-I out to. If that is one party, I know we can do one. Two or three,
f've never used the system and cafled out to more than just one. So that is a
limitation of the equlpment. It's somethlng that our IT department can
certainly look into.

Page 36 of 40



2150
2rst
2152
2153
2t54
2155
2156
2t57
2t58
2159
2160
216T
2t62
2t63
2164
2165
2t66
2t67
2168
2t69
2t70
2t7l
2172
2173
2t74
2t75
2r76
2177
2t78
2179
2180
2181
2t82
2183
2184
2185
2186
2t87
2188
2189
2190
2l9t
2192
2193
2194
2195
2196

MEYER: Okay. Great. lrlouÌd anyone - I feef Ìike we're at a place where we can
make some cfosing cornrnents. So, Rachel, woufd you llke to reserve your right
to hold off for a minute?
SCHOENING: ffm all good.
MEYER: You're good? Beth? Anyone?
COOKE: f'm good. I do want to say realÌy quickly though I appreciate the
nature of the conversation and how polite everyone has been even though we've
had some pretty different positions on things. That's always good to see.
SCOTT: I'1Ì be brief tonrght. It was good progress, good session, so I'm
thankful to the rest of the committee for our conversation. I just want to
also reafly thank Sylvia. She's been puttlng ln a ton of tj.me, not on.Ly on
this committee but rn the rest of her works for the city. So I appreciate all
the tlme you've been extra puttrng in for us. Thank you - and Chad and the
legal team as well.
BRUTON: Yeah, f wouÌd echo that. I really appreciate aff the work and public
service that peopfe are putting in, and I hope that if there are peopÌe who
are watching that they do take the opportunity to come ln for public comment.
O'KEEEE: I would agree. Thank you, everybody. T mean, lt has been really
the last couple of meetlng, f've went home thlnking that gosh, werre not
going to qet anywhere. And it is reaffy satisfying to get a coupÌe of these
things knocked out tonight. I would afso thank the audience for thelr
comments and encourage you guys to taÌk to your friends and neighbors and get
them down here for these last few meetings and stuff, and f'd certainly be
interested in their comments afso. Make sure that we're hopefully going down
the riqht road for you guys.
BELOV: T wouÌd aqree with that. If d llke to ask whether or not the email
list to notify people has been made. I don't know. Sylvia, do you know about
that? Is there a database being bui-It?
MTRPHY: There is a contact list that has been created.
BELOV: And they should contact you to get on it?
MURPHY: Myself or Tom. Correct.
BELOV: Okay. And what sort of information would they get? Just the dates of
Lhe upcoming meetings?
MURPHY: It's agendas, dates of upcoming meetings. At this point, that's the
lnformatlon that's been going out.
BELOV: Okay, great. And I think we're worklng great under pressure. So thank
you.
MEYER: So a couple of things f would like to address. Tony in hls pubÌic
comment asked a coupfe of questions, and T said that would do our best to
answer your questions, so T'm going to take a stab, Tony. 1) Vr]hat businesses
are being pursued? f don't know, and that's all I can tell you. I don't know
what businesses are bei-ng pursued. Vlhat f can telÌ you is that typically,
there are confidentiafity issues surrounding negotiations, and perhaps Nancy
coufd talk a littfe blt about smaff business incentives and what's being done
withi.n Sherwood to attract new business.
BRUTON: ltlell. sure. And the specific nature of the question, as I took it,
was what is the chamber and the city doing and which types of businesses are
they seeking to bring into Sherwood. I thlnk the question was speclfic to
Iarger retaifers. I can tell you that the scope of the chamber work, and I'm
not going to speak on behalf of the clty, the scope of the chamber work
currently has been looking at manufacturing, potential Ìodging, and really
bulÌding our preexistlng foundation of businesses so that they can have
secondary storefronts and expansions and things of that nature. That has been
the scope of work that our communlty affairs organizaLlon has been making a
prlority as a subcommittee of the chamber. And we're always interested in
hearing more from our locaÌ citizens about more businesses that woufd be
desired or that we coufd bring and potentially fook at economic development
and recruiting strategies for.
MEYER: The second question that you asked was if the Waf-Mart buildlng
should cfose or thelr business should close/ woufd they be requlred to
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restore the building to its originaf state? I hate having this answer on both
of your questions, but I dontt know. TypicaÌly, again, when there is a
private agreement and contract made with the tenent or business, there are
provisions typicaÌly lncÌuded in a lease agreement or a sales contract that
coufd potentially address these issues. I don't know. These woufd be
questions that you could certainly request of the city and,/or to the actual
owner of that business.
SCOTT: I actually meant to address this as weff, so I'm sorry. Actually,
this is an example of an ordinance that I was actually really interested in
when f got onto this committee as weff. UnfortunateÌy, my read on the
situation, and it's not authoritative by any means, is that that typically
wou.Id fa1l under chapter 16 which is our fand use and zoning. And it would
require that to be a condit-ion of the approval of the site pÌan which has
already happened. And also because of the - that we were advised when these
set of meetings started that because of our tlme limitation we coufd not
address things ln chapter 16 of the land use and zoning policy. So two things
would have to happen. The land use policy, I beÌieve, would have to be
updated to affow for that kind of condition. And then any site plan going
forward would have to have that condition put on it. And maybe Beth can speak
to thls as well.
COOKE: ActuaÌly, Doug is correct is that that would had to have been a
conditlon, and it woufd have had to have been in place prior to any
application that was made. So it's unfortunate, but for any existing
businesses ln Sherwood or those that are already have their applications
made, we would not be abl-e to change the conditions. But we coufd potentially
- f don't think under this process because we've aÌready aqreed that wefre
not going to look at chapter 16, but it's something that pLanning commission
could potentially look at during thelr code review process. That's
unfortunate. Tt has to be in place a llttle farther in advance. We can't make
a change now for existlng buslnesses.
O'KEEIIE: That was the same problem we ran lnto wrth traffic. Correct?
MEYER: Yes. Correct. RacheÌ, do you have anything else you would like to
add? Okay. Just wanted to make sure. Another - weff, Nancy, you came up
tonlght, and you talked a fittle bit about the Lloyd district and some
concerns that you've seen withrn that - as j-t pertains to 24-hour businesses
being open. And I wanted to say thank you for expressing your concerns, and T

hope that the work that we've been dolng illustrates that we do care about
these issues. And ln part, the reason for our drafting an ordinance refated
to business operations hours is to rea-Ily focus on our concern collectively
for public safety issues within Sherwood and, not addressing any of the
specific issues that you raised for Sherwood, but just general safety lssues
and the impact that businesses have on our conmunity and residents. So I hope
that that satisfies a response to you and your comments. You know, I feeÌ
really privileged to have been afforded this opportunity to sit on this
committee. And someone at council fast night made a comment that this isn't a
personal issue, but it 1s. And it's undeniably a personaf lssue for each and
every one of us in this room, with Chad maybe as an exception. But the reason
we sit here and the reason that we qet together and the reason that we have
these conversations is because -it's personal. We care, We care about this
community. I¡Je care about one another. tr{e care about our current state and our
future state and what that means for aff of us. So it should be personal. And
I think it's good that it's personal because Sherwood is not any other
community,' it's our community, and we should take aÌl of what we're doing
toward creatinq a better community personally and very seriously. And that's
why I'm sltting here because it matters to me. And I'm realÌy happy to be
working with afl of you whether rtre agree or disagree because I think that you
can't make things better if you don't talk about them. And you can't clearly
and professionally have these kinds of conversations. So, thank you a1l.
Meeting adjourned, I'm sorry. We're going to have to reconvene/ and we're
only going to focus on meeting times. My apologies. I shouÌd have addressed
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that before we cfosed. So as it sits, I belleve that we are not going to be
meeting on Monday tlre 22"d, and I would propose that we do meet on hJednesday
and Thursday of next week to go over draft language. So I'd Iike thoughts and
opinions on that.
COOKE: My schedule is open to whatever the commlttee's needs are.
MEYER: Okay.
BRUTON: f'll be there.
SCOTT: My wife will be disappointed that I'll miss the concert with her, but
Iflf be here.
O'KEEFE: I make a motion to have the meeting at the Concert on the Green.
MEYER: Motion denled. Naomi?
BELOV: I'l,L find a way to be here.
MEYER: Okay. So our next meeting, Sylvia, and we should probably ask you is
this room available next Wednesday? Pfease don't say no.
MURPHY: T'm aware of one event that happens at 4:30. It should end by 6:00.
So if you're 6:00 or 6:30
MEYER: f was thinking 6:30.
SCOTT: Yeah. Norma.I time.
MEYER: Yeah, normal - our typical -
OfKEEFE: Wilf it be an abbreviated meeting or (indecipherabfe).
MEYER: We'll do our best. What I'd like to ask is that we all really
thoughtfully take a fook at the materlals that are distrlbuted to us on
Monday. Scratch it up, mark it up, make your comments, have your comments
ready very speclfic to that draft language. I will do my very best to keep us
focused on those topics. And so we'Ì1 go through the information as
efficientÌy as we can. That's my hope.
BELOV: lr7ill we receive the information via email on Monday?
MEYER: Yes. I thlnk. Chad?
.IACOBS: Yeah. Welf provide it to Tom and Sylvia, and they'll distribute it
to you. So I'm assuming it will be via emall so you'11 be able to get lt.
BRUTON: And it w111 be available via email when? Just depending on when we
receive lt?
MEYER: Okay. So keep an eye on your emails Monday or early Tuesday.
JACOBS: You shoufd have it Monday. I'm going to work this weekend to qet it
done for you, so it'll be done.
MURPHY: So we are cancetling Monday Lihe 22"d?
MEYER: Yes.
MURPHY: We're going to have a new meetinq on lrJednesday the 24th aL 6:30?
MEYER: Correct.
MURPHY: And we're going to continue with the meeting on Thursday the 25th at
6:30?
MEYER: Correct.
MURPHY: Thank you.
MEYER: Thank you. Meeting now adjourned.
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